£0V> d^£tj & Ctf Jf f/^t fr^ /QM'-t &>rfy/if~ 

To ^uln Shea from ^arold Weiobcrg JFK assassination records appeals, 4 / 3/79 
New Orleans and fbl HQ; Privacy Act appeals 

It lias been some time since I received what New Orleans Field Office records have 

lean prividoa in C.A. 7c*O420. I Wont over them as soon as it was possible, which was not 

very lon& after receipt, indicating those of which I wanted copies for my subject files 

and for appeals. Thereafter much of my time was taken by checking out and responding to 

false, deceptive and misleading ufildavits, an FIJI sociality but alas, not mm 

an FBI monopifck^. I^as not possible for me to return to these N.O. copies until early 

day before yesterday. During the past few days I have also reviewed some FBIHQ records 

based on which I also appeal denials. In most cases copies will be attached. 

*41 general the searching and processing of these records reflects the traditional 

FBI mind-set, that FOIA is a withholding rather than a disclosing statute. There is 

totally unnecessary and unjustified withholding throughout. Some is mere arbitrariness 

u>t+lbold»*f 

and capriciouoness. Solaris of what the FBI itself testified to before the Congress 
and also disclosed in these some records. Soma is what the FBI agreed for the Warren 
Commission to publish. Some io of what is and always hdd beun readily available in the 
National Arcliives. The content of newspapers and books also is withheld. FBI names are 
withheld willy-nilly while they are also disclosed. There is false claim to exclusive 
source or confidentiality of informant. Misuse of (b)(7l(C) and (D) is extensive and 
in most if not all instances without need of justification, (i will identify enough to • 
make thi 3 point.) Tnere is disclosure of what thereafter is withhfcfcd and is relevant, 
as notes made and files searched. 

The withholdings are so extensive and in some cases adept that nowhere in these New 
Orleans files are the special Garrison files disclosed. Not even their existence, which 
I learned from other records. There are Garrison intercepts not included, even reflected, 
that have been disclosed to me in several ways prior to the processing of^ these files. 

(One is in C.A. 75-1 996 .) I'll be surprised if there are no records relevant to my PA 

A 

request within those ^arrlaoix files, one of which is an^&ToQ file, (i will provide and 
attached 

explain several/records relevant to my PA request and not provided under it.) 

4h l ‘ 

At the s^jne time there is disclosure of what is withheld from all other searches I 
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recall iu all other cugg 3 , such as how indices aro a< arched as well as the existence of 
files on pe.-aons whose n.j.ios were searched tlirough the indices. (The FBI does not withhold 
where it does not agree with the political views of those ■■ whose names are searched. 
i'’or them ' hero is no concern over privacy. Yef in other cases it claims the need to 
withhold existence of a file even when it discloses the names.) 



The FBI provides information to the attorney u enoral relating to Clay Shaw that is 



not provided or even referred to. The information was later alleged to have been in- 
accurute and was apologized for in an official statement also not included or even re- 
ferred to. (Garrison had Clay Shaw charged with conspiracy to kill JFK, with David Ferrie 
and heo Harvey Oswald.) 

The FBI also provided records to private persons, including commercial investigators, 
that it has not provided in this case, hy knowledge cotr.es from copies in my possession not 
iron the Fbl but from the files of these commercial investigative services with shorn the 
FBI has its own traditional relationships and deals. I cite one illustration, information 

1 

on. and relating* to the late David Ferrie# 

ft, !• 

Us a matter of fact during the days of the Garrison fiasco there were anti-Garrison 
Beatings in the FBI WO FO. Virtually parties. These included Ferrie and the press. There 
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is no indication of this in the records provided# Somo c5i those present made notes I have#) 
The extent of the anti-Garrison opertion is indicated i a few of these hew Orleans 
records. One has to do with special overtime work by large numbers of employees# The FBI 



y 

a -30 had at least one inside source I*ve made no effort to identify. 



to 

There are virtually no records rolating/the so-called "fcritics" who were in A *ew 
Orleans , including me. 1 am certain chat the FBI assumed I was in ^arrison. 1 s pocket , 
which is not the case at all# This general attitude continued to the time of the Shaw 
trial, when despite its extensive coverage the FjI does not provide the publd^ed mis- 
inionuatlon thpt I sat at the counsel table# In fact I was never in that court room and 
left New Orleans befor trial began# I n.ver laid eyes on Shaw# 

However, I did apeak to a number of informers and sources, which is not reflected in 

o'h/'j, 

the records provide... (One imst; mce was under 
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How the FLl liar, it a infonuntiou fil'd is not uy concern# Idmting search to its 
so-called Oswald and adininistrative/investigative ot 100 and 69 files automatically 
excluded information that is relevant and that the FBI knew and knows it has# 

The existence of indices by means of which compliance could have been effected is 

disclosed in the records 1 have, fyl ^ 

rtu, s+~ ans( 

Thuorc is no roflection jn^the record; provided of historical-case 

a ti 4*hh*tn>j 

** 1 — ^witlilioldings that are not normally justiiied# The clear intent is to 



withhold, not to disclose historically important information. Adequate samples will be 
attached together with the proof that the withheld information was public domain. 

While on the one hand the FBI withheld even from the Warren Commission, which 
reflects a desire to continue to withold, on the other hand, whatever the legality or 
propriety of its Garrison interest he .as accusing it of everything under the sun. I am 
no longer certain whether he made more accusations against the FBI than the OIA but his 
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accusations were immy against both. 

(Kid re the FBI withholds the public domain by referral to the CIA and the names of 
FBI supervisory personnel and others it discloses the name of the CLA^s "field office 
chief in N.O. while siiaultonooualy swearing to federal courts that it is forbidden to 

V » 4 

make such disclosures.; 

There having been no fedoral law violation at tae time the ^resident was lddled 
NO FO decided to make it an assaulting a federal officer case, this the 69 file# 

The first Serial in thi 3 file discloses that BAs were instructed to make notes that 
have not been provided# The claims to privacy are not justified and the information to a# 

g 

extent is public, including in Warren Commission ®;cords. There is inconistency 

■fi* 1 / 

in disclosing und withholding irfgerprint information on the s'ame page. 

The Indices Scurch Slip referred to in Serial 35 is not provided. I boliove tho phone 
company souree is also disclosed while hero withhold. (Mei + Stunk S LfS 

Serial 50 is the irind of information that does not meet standards for 7D and the 
name is public in any event, beginning with FBI records never withheld. This iB hardly 
u full and complete account of what tills man, known to me, told the NO FO if in feet he spoke 
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directly to the SAC, v/iiich I am inclined to doubt* * Much other information about him is 
withhold* lie is ■Ricardo" Davis, whose name is Richard Rudolph* I have had several long 
conversations with him on liis initiative after he read one of my books and phoned me* He 
is quite a blabber. ffo had thon moved to Houston* Me was involved in sevorul FBI investi- 
gations tlrat uro historically important in this case and are in part in records available 
at thu ArcldveSf if not reflected at all in the W're cords* He ran a new Orleans racket, 
an anti- u astro so-called training camp on the north side of Lake Pontchartrain* It was 
a means of getting money* lie broke th>. comp up when warned by federal officials after a 
nearby one was forced to bo raided by the FBI, ofTSHETuhich there also is no reflection 
.n the records provided, although it was in the newspapers and connected with high Mafia 
types, (,1m 'nT*>6Tiis became an integral part of the War en investigation and conclusions, 



'ho Vl.iS.A*4iA aficlhwdut ) 
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3535? I found the man whose 



report of carelessness with explosives led to the F13I raid and the girl friend who accompanied 
Davis on what she described as a very wild trip over 3 hell roads to alert Davis' gang to 

sprain* Two FBI sources n^med Curios Bringuier and Carlos ^uiroga mM get those men out 

* 

of -the Hew Orleans area* Again, not reflected in the records provided. Nor is the report 
of the Louisiana stnti police, which without doubt gave its report to the FBI. The investi- 
gation was by the Baton Rouge Barracks, not the nearby St* Tammany Parish barracks# Pictures 
also were taken ‘by the police authorities. I had goou sources in two of them outside 
Orleans Ptr±3h and huvo a set of pictures of that caj^pl^^l'ormation from the State police 
is indicated as witiiheld, I believe improperly* Unc^sraggro^was a Major Trosclair* There are 
other records in which Davis name is withhled in these so-called historical case releases 
where it was not witiiheld by the FBI in |965» before there was a FOIA. 



s not w: 

51. 



V Serial whether or not ordinarily properly, as I believe not, withhois the 

name of a postal' inspector* ^his njuno is in the available Commission records and was the 

subject of published testimony. 

* 

Whether or not there is today a real bl claim possible for Serial 77 and whether or 
not it was legitimately bl at the time the record was made it i3 apparent that there is 

i 

reasonably segregable information in the obliterated paragraph on page 1 • If nothing else 
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it is the identification of ClarK, uho then was ASAC, There ia no indication that tliis 



(and the other bl records) was classified prior to my information requests* The first 
dated classification is 9/78« 

A 

I have tho saino questions relating to Serial 79 in wliich Clark is identified. 

Serial is another of the records withholding Ricardo Davis 1 name. Too bod the 

V C /q- f tr frr't 

FBI uitlihuld the interview report reformed to. I'd liice to see how graphically Davis told 
the FBI about how lie identified those he regarded as the right people for the New 
York City ^olice horses to trample. Or whether he told it all about his "camp? and its 
breakup and its importance in establishing what can be interpreted as an Oswald "cover." 
The name v/ritten on the bottom of the record is not that of either of the SAs whose 
reports are of less than an investigation of the Davis camp, connected ifrith the/ so- 
called Christian ^enubcratic Movement or CBM. I'm also interested if he gave the FBI a name 
that a decade later bee tone well known, Jack Caulfield, as I believe he might have, ^es, 
Watergate Caulfield. Dw\S u/ \1k 1h*t~ N^?t) 

Serial 99 is of interest for more than a claim to bl when the rest of the record 
indicates no logical basis for the claim. I'm attaching the first two p3^es only. Two 

mythologies , both official and origLiating with the Flil, relate to this record. The 

CiS protnlU W j > 

reconljis not complete, as i.i not indicating the other Fferrie records the FBI had and 

• not stating how it came that Voebel "advised he knew OSVLJD" in junior high, where they 

were indeed friends. There should be a prior record and other related records. Important 

tnccf'u\ 

on page 2 ^nd probably a point at which the record wa3 censored in its is the 

first sentenco/of the first fall paragraph, that "lie and OSWALD were members of the Civil 
' • 

^vjLr Patrol with Captain DAVK FfciRRIB." 

I have to enter a guilty plea to having boon the one who brought the Ferrie name to 

public attention. I cannot assume responsibility for the mythologies that followed. They 

ti, 

are a natural qonscquenc^ of «improper official suppressions and niisrepresentamuns j ym 

i~-es+r m cnj. 

extended even to th^ censoring of the published Warren Commission omnaMfi 
transcripts. Thes^>«Jgan with the FBI^iiiy were congenial to its and the Commission's 



proconc options 
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It was pretended tliat Oswald waa not a member of the CAP and that Ferrie than had 
no connection with it. The F^I has the same picture I have of Oswald in his CAP uniform. 

It Imd and for yeara withheld without sanction in the Act or regulations much other 

J J 

relevant information. It stall withholds records it must have that A obtained indirectly 
from its sources, including membership lists. Of the possible Explanations for this in 
addition to the foregoing connection with Ferrie is l£t fact that an FBI source recruited 
both Voebel mid Osvuld into the CAP. He was an FBI source as a member of the New Orleans 
r olice department vice squad, wus also a schoolmate of bbth. He is Frederick S. O'Sul- 
livan. lie lied under oath about Ferrie in Commission deposition, which is at the censored 
part. Relevant recoeds are arnonj the very few compliances with my requests of the depart- 
ment during the liitchell-Kleindienst FOIA regime. Examination of those records discloses 
no basis for the years of withholding other than suppression of what officialdom wanted 
to suppress. Your own examination, of tlio FBI's set or mine, will eothblisdthis. 

Another mythology is tliat one Jack S. liartinT whose right nnmo I think is Sujgs, 
is responsible for the disclosure to Garrison of an all>:god Ferrie-^Dswald connection. 

is not true although it dates to the time of the assassination. Wiat this November 25 
record (.after Fer.le'u urrost) does not disclose is the November 22 difelosures by Voebel 
on Kew Orleans TV. I doubt tiiat for three days after the TV broadcast the FBI had no 
record, hore appears to be involved from my personal investigations. O' Sullivan had other 
und later involvements. 

fhillip Gcraci ll^wan present when Odwald went to the store of one Carlos Bringuier, 
who picked the light with Oswald tliat iod to all the attention Oswald received in New 
Orleans md proof of which hu took to Mexico allegedly to establish Jmu pro-Castro credentials# 
He i.&nufacturod others a "Fair Play for ftuba Conmdttee" of his (an 

area of FBI withho lding in records I'll come to later)* Thi 3 an area of much lying , begin— 

j*' 

nin{j with Lho FBI and extending to the alteration of the transcript of ^eraci 1 o Commission 
deposition, the typescript of which I have* Bringuier lied* The also— knowing Secret Service 
content itself with silence while presenting proof of the lying to the Commission* ^his 
all relates to the raid referred to above with Davis, uned by Bringuier to ^Late his first 



OA 



1 . If these and other record to which I refer in this manner are in disclosed FBIHQ 
eedorda they are beyond retrieval because of the FBI's own "previously processed" 
mechanism and lack of adequate worksheet description. 

2 m Martin was a NO FO source, for Regis Kennedy I know, whether or not for 
other SAs. 

3. With his chum Bill Dwyer, whose mother I interviewed. No reference to either is 

in the NO FO records. The earliest in the Commission records, from 89-69, is dated 

11/29/63. All three Geracis told me the FBI was there much earlier. Maybe it was another 

friend, Vance Blalock, I've forgotten. mid am not checking. Bringuier then managed 
Roca. 

Casa tariuu Later he moved a few doors and to the name Casa Cuba. 

I 1 * 'dm&P ' 
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meotinj with and alleged suspicion of Oswald* (Bringuier was an FBI and CIA souitae^. 

It way help to recall his nickname among follow anti-Castros, El Estupides, which I'm 
told means not stupid but The Stupidity.) 

rm • CStN»/9fJ (fct«h*P 

l.iu l^cliungu Aliev a the Voebel report was behind the street on wiiich Brlnguier 

Sfchc wi Hi if * 1 

hqd hia store. 1,: ilicro Oswuld lived when in junior high. 

Tho FBI found Goraci, interviewed him, his parents and others, and provided him to 

the Commission. ■ L t also interviewed Bringuier and oihers often on tlie same matters, 

Bringuier 1 a false cover story, protected by the FBI and the Commission and by the 

§.t.o rations of the typescript, is tluit he i^^st met Oswald v/hen Goraci was first in his 

store immediately after the 7/31/6:5 FBI raid on the anti-Castro explosives in St. Tammany 

Piiri3h, wiiich was reported in the New Orleans papers. Dringuier dated tide at August 2 and 

5 at different times but never before the raid. In actuality it was in May or June, with 

no connection with tho FBI 1 a raid* 

(Following this raid there was further hardening of national policy against dangerous 

• •" 4W" V ’ 

anti-Castro activities.) 

,i Froi,. my ora inquiries I was familiar with Geraci's history, including the Jefferson 

Parish jirvenilo record and report by u sergeant whose name I recall as Bourne. (l»m not 
| { 

searching old records.) A e£eeSi-days friend of Geraci was a narefink and a source for me* 

■ She figures slightly in*, rocords iTKether or not>MvM^arcfink 

\S/ 

Shis is without question and doubly confirmed. ^ 

Ily otlier sources include botli of Geraci 1 s parents before his father was killed, when 
the son was in VN, then Gcraci, interviewed along with his mother; at my request in the 
presence of tho family lawyer because 1 wanted to protect this very vulnerable young man. 
th had been subpoenaed by Garrison and had ignored tho subpoena * when the H©d Cross returned 
him to tho U.S. I was aulo to mako u deal with t**e Garrison office to forget the subpoena 
if the kid talked to mo and I told them anything relevant. The interview was taped with 
the family lawyer controlling the milce switch, at my su^estion. I have the tapeg. 

l/hat follows is fact to wiiich I prtend no meaning even though I sea meaning in it* 

I also taped the interview with the parents and played it back to them before I left* 



J4L 



4. I recall no reference to the raid in the NO FO records* It was included in the 
investigation. 




5. Because in this I am alleging lying and misrepresentation and withholding and motive 
for withholding I have located and attach 62-109060-6593* Some of it and the attachifient is 
a§5 true, some false. Turner's story is fabrication, with some limited contact with 
reality: she wrote Geraci for me to tell him I believed I could avoid his being called 
before the grand jury. And I did. 

Both Bringuier and the FBI forgot their earlier misrepresentations about the first 
Oswald-Bringuier contact. Bringuier disclosed this about the middle of page 2 of the 
enclosure :"Bringuier related that he again saw Geraci on August 5t 1 96 3 M ( emphasis added) 

Despite this the attachment cleees with the FBI's re-iteration of the August 5 meeting 

( 

cinly. 



In this record the FBI is Covering up for Bringuier. The Borne report was my original 

I T 

soipce of the homosexual assault on Geraci. t accounts in full for the incident 9 from 

, Jj j * ^ ? 

Turner's meeting Geraci when he returned from running away from home to taking him to 

Bringuier and includes Bringuier 1 s arranging for Geraci to stay where he was assaulted. 

• * 

The NO report doe;, not represent that it has no information on Turner. Only no 
information it interprets as derogatory. 

Routing of a copy to j^uston for no apparent reason is interesting because Turner 
had a Houston past, a more spectacular one subsequently, including jailing, and has 
regularly represented to me that she is being supported by a federal agency. 



o 



After tlio father' a death and tim Gorriaon subpoena the mother* who wau Tory dominating 



of Philip even then, decided to tell me more. At that point Philip decided to tell them* 

alfltadf 

the mother and the lawyer, what I had told the lawyer but not the mother. 

A 



• v > 
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One of the times Pliilip had run away from home, during his Civil Air Patrol days 
and after his me. ting with Ocwald, Bringuier cot him up for a gangbang. Philip was 
homosexual. The narefink, my source referred to above, Dione Turner, met Philip and took him 
to bringuior' s , whence Bringuier 3 ont*"ita Philip to where it happened instead of home. 

’ $ 



It wao a joint called the Silver Dollar. It figures, if not in this connection, in FBI 
investigations, also not in those /records. Xn the Arcliive 3 , however. 

A*-* y 

The actual time of the Branguier-Oswald-Geraci mceting| according to the mother 
and records the father gave me, was an soon as school was out for the summer* about 
I*ay» vht* the mother took Phillip and a friend to that part of town to buy GAP stuff 
while 3he was at the dentist's# 

In proof of tlic date the father gave me copies of receipts Bringuier gave Philip* 

lie got Philip to sell anti- 1 * astro "bonds" at 50# each* 

Meanwhile , pi$fi.o or otherwise, Oswuld got Bringuier in trouble over the unlicensed 
selling of bonds, as he later told Bringuier, after the fight Bringuier pidfced with him* 

In early 1967 Philip was out of high school, working in New Orleans and living there, 

not with hi3 parents in Jefferson Parish, which is a suburb. They lived on Green Meadows, 

in ^tairio. Garrison is publicly after Forrie of the CAP and other connections* Then 
Fenie dies, with George Lardner the lu3t known person to have seen him alive* 

Then, suddenly, the FBI source/ Or/ .aid CAP recruitor/Ferrie associate Vice Squad 
O'Sullivan and Jeff Parish Deputy Bourne in effect kidnap Philip, with his familt&s assent, 
take him out of Orleans ^arish and hide him for a week with an uncle* The story is that they 
are doing this for Garrison and *to "protect" Philip* Off and on for about a week they 
question him* \ omit ruy opinions and r.iport what the mother confirms, that it had to do 
with an alleged vice ring invojving Ferrie, w£o was a well-known and charged homosexual# 
Actually, I believe the word does not fit the man* 

» 

^n a very short time 4 JF Philip is in the Army and in VN* 
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None of tills is in the records provided. There are some indications in other records 

of the l2nd sales but not tho dates and the -root ox it. BirLiguLc •' s false cover, of time, 

xUuAfh*^' 

.1:' I'jv! •. irtcil by tliu l''Ui !i till. What little van yiven to mo iu withhold in the 



"hiitorical" records. That 0 1 3ulliv;.n recruited OavniLcl into the CAP is witliheld from the 
H.O. Field Office records although it was in the Arcidves, where the FBI originally 
wittiiiold it l'or years, until after tho G arrison mess. The withholding also protected 
FBI 3ou *cc O'oiaJJ-ivan from Ids false swearing about Fonie to the Commission. What I 
recall had tu do with sox charges against Ferrie. 0* Sullivan testified there we re none. 

In fact bhoro were, in Ids squad and to Ids knowledge also in the next ^arish, Jefferson. 
Relate charges worn 'iled in New Orleans, where Ferrie tried to fix witnesses. And all 
of tids was ruportud in the papers and in ray 1967 book while it is withheld under b7c 
to the lii.dted uogree ib is reflected in tho NO F0 records provided. 



l', Garrison r^univ- d i.muy reports that dwwald was homosexual. Garrison interpreted those 

& 

as a link to Clay v/iio was known as a homosexual and respect oji New Orleans and elsewhere. 

The NO FU records most recently disclosed include some such reports (but I* m confident not 



all of them. Those relate only to iftflitfft Exclumge Alloy and two gay bars, Wanda’s and 
Society Page, about which I conducted my own inquiries years b#/«re these releases. 

In 1 l j67 FBI told the AG ib had investigated Clay Shaw and that he was the 
"Clay Bertrand" of Warren Commission testimony. This was later retracted. None of^S^is 

yy 

in th* r orus pro vl leu. Tho FBI also conducted a "Clay Bertrand" investigation, which is 
hardly reflected iu tiio uO Fu rocorus. The investigation was at the time of the Commission, 
in 1903 uu< d 1964, wJi tucr or not repeated in u ar Ison's time. (The FBI knew in 1966 of 
liis (staanaK u»klch uid not Jurface until ir^fcki-. vj, 1967 - and pver the by-line of a "spurce" 
of tho Wliito nounc, as 1 recall the records, rather tlian of the FBI, to which the report 
wu~ unde, whether or uot bi-ft person was also an Flil source, which i3 not unlikely.) 

while x do not or^dt the homosexual involvement and never did it was from the first 



a part of the investigation. This was magnified in the Garrison adventures, which were en- 
larged upon by a’l: b no and others* Thu angle does extend to Jack Ruby, who was quite 
literally a side man in those regards, more than Seth Kantor indicates in his current book, 



s> 



In all aspects ,.ud angles, going back to tiie Voebel record and the initial mis- 
representations of first source on Furrie, there i3 withholding, in part and in toto. 

While 1 rogrot tiiat the elements tiiab allege homosexuality ore on important part of the 
entire historical matter, they have become that, (This extends into the International 
Trad^. H.rt, which Shaw ran, where Oswald staged a successful promotion and in which there 
were iiidden CIA "assets". Again linking to lator Watergate, also not reflected in tjie AJ.O. 
filci tiiat extend to a much more recent period.) 

ofh^ 

There wnt u* fur thus Bringuior, Furrie, Geraci and other records of persons related 

to thc& and their parts in the official story and investigations. How they are filed is 

not material. Whether they can bo retrieved is material, which is one of the reasons I*ve 

provided records showing how - and how easily. Thfcjrte are files not searched, >0n Hringuierf 

where I have the number, and on others part of that part of the story, line Jaawr^then busi- 
v ^Qrest oCs) 

i^ess neighbor but not fjrienctyPcna. 

This reminds me: ihero was an alleged Mexican involved. There came a time when 
Bi+Lnguicr got hi:, license number and gave it to the NO FO. No such record is provided, 

the number i«nlitliheld. “e testified to this before the Commission. He testified 

No 

that tiio FBI asked him to bo alert to thi3, also not (provided. Cover records are 
provided so the. FBI could 3 a y it did spook to Bringfliicr about this alleged Mexican 
associate of Oswald 1 s. 

Also connected with the Trade Mart ^ITIi) and Oswald 1 s operation there and information 

withheld by the FBI is Serial 114, which is hardly a complete reflection of what is 

reported and is not the first time the FBI got the WnSU-TV pictures referred to. Again my 

30 urcer. iire the beet and I believe reason i3 on my side. When it was on coast-to-coast 

TV that OsWcdd liad staged that operations on 1 1 / 22 do you think that the New Orleans 

FBI waited tliroc more days to get those shots from the photographer, Johann Rush? There 
% * 

are other records that I believe follow on this. Through the language you will perceive 
indications of a never identified other associate or associates of Oswald. These prints 

arc referred to in v orts available at the Archives in which the NO FO sought this other 

. fhi&J 

poison. (Yet ^TThliolds all records relating to a fingerprint not Oswald's that I've already 
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appealed iasrs any reference to th-j 17 prints Rush made for the Secret Service and to it 3 

kU'tss-h’ 

first niitf ir M the WDSU% footage*; 

while i question t]i» withholdings of names from Serial 169 that is not the only 
reason I attach . co py* There is no privacy to protect, there is no confidential source 
or only. source of secrecy involved# 

The second paragraph is the first of the places tliero is reference to information 
not included in these files as provided to me# The content over ^into records the 

FBI uitlihpldo but has provided to commercial investigators# Reference to flying planes 



into Control amorica by Ferrie had just then been of great interest to tlie FBI in the 
^arlos liarccllo deportation case in which the mentioned G. Wray Gill had been a ^ercello 
lawyer and A ‘ 0 rrie the investigator# Retired SA Regis Kennedy, also mentioned in this record, 

i 

was involved in that case and failed to file a report(from wiiat was provided) indicating 
that while in attendance* upon the court ho saw *'orrie there the day of the assassination# 

V 

Thait was the day the case ended# 

* 



There are mistakes in the names* Correctly: Layton Patrick Martens and Alvin Beauboeuf, 
atjout both of whom tliero must bo many r* cords not provided# These include records relating 

Ji i * ^ 

to an earlier arrest of ^iartens, who with Ferrie was connected with SergLo Arcacha Smithy 1/Lt. 
/►**<** 

U/a$ 'near Smith's homa*k**d discl<) a3. .ociation with CIA unti-ffa 3 tro activities# 

, A (? 

Fagc 3, paragraph 2 refers to the forwarding of wliat is not provided, the New Orleans 

Ferric file, quite relevant# This is a pre-nc:;as3ination Ferrie file# 

The disclosure of tuo police names on page 4 makes other withholding of police names, 

as on page 1, at least inconsistent# (The BA's investigators, as the FBI know and its 

records disclose, arc regular members of the NOPD assigned to the DA by the PD.) 

/0>v 4 * 

12/) Serial 190 upprently was revised* I recall no revised copy* It refers to indices not 

provided* I question tlic need to witnhold v/hat i3 obliterated on the third page* I'd 
be surprised if* the information is not public domain# 

Tfig page hca ed "wise." by hnd includes homosexual references and references to the 



bars I referred to earlier# Uliat is missing is later, relevant records# With regard to 
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\jp oXC U. SA-irsd 

Wanda's bar tliis assumed later importance when a f orme^D e par tment employee 'who was also 

8uflfa J 

active in Ucw Orleans, tmT.ririga ^itl. <r,ho Hoffa/Partin case, ' * v did an NBC 



<P 



tfi 

'’r acial 0 and did other things at the sumo time that hv.vo rolev; mce_^iL miaidontified aa 

c> — 

the "red" pc, -con known *uu "Clay Bertrand" one Gene Davis, then reportedly owner of Wanda's. 

(Ono relevance^ will como later in connection with nu informer vihosc names include 

x \£/ 

George Wyatt, thr one used in the later r cord.; 

This record indicates the existence of other records I do not recall seeing. It also 
indicate?; the need for otli.r records to exist. 

Jo (Joe; Jo rial 525a. I do not recall the teletype referred to in Paragraph 2, quoting 
Ferrie as saying the President should bo killed, etc. Tris was earlier public knowledge. 

1 include it in CL 1967 book. I recall he made such a speech to a very conservative 
military group^ of which no report is included. I tliink it was the dlitary u rder of the 
V or hi wars. The I'd can't havo missed that ono. 

Prom !«ar.vgrapii 4 it appears that as of five days after the assassination the NO FO 
liad not informed FBIIKj of wliat 1 report above, how "G£MaI/> got affiliated with the Civil 
dr Petrol." ^)d.s \/a.. not because the NO FO did not know aid liad no r* cords of it. Those 

records are not included in the 110 FO files I received. 

! • 

Please note t; .at despite the fact that Voebel was a GonmdLssion witness, despite 

*if not regular FOIA* standards, in 1$)7t the FBI was going 



fifch ^asini’owidxtg FBIHQ. 



© 



historical case* stnnuards a 

to uitliiioid Voebel 1 u name. 4nd in co die et ion with* 

bTD 4 * 

Ur.rc it appropriate to ui.Jce any/cl.diu for Serial j2'i t as from prior disclosures 
of the period be* ore FOIa it is not, tne name of on*? person is certain and not secret 
and the other is the guess of a subject export, if correct, also not secret. The certain 
name i., tiuit ^uiroga, who was Iso an FBI source. The. second may be that of 

Edward nut lor , an xtroidst of tnu f.,r right^f and a co moroializer and exploited o^ right- 
wing causes. Butler* lvi*l also boon on UudU with Oswald .uid nringuicr. C vi liat appears to be 

s 

S ' ( i, 1 >26 appears to bo related J&tnuel Gil worked for Butler at oorne tiling called INCA. 

. Butler 

Tue longer rumic in this Jorial could includo thc/mid le name ^ Scainiell.) 

I provide trials ><34 and together because they appear to be about the s jne matter, 






6. Wyatt' s sidekick was Morris Brownlee, David Ferris' s godson. The Jack S. ^artin 
mentioned here and earlier was a source for SA Regis Kennedy. Martin was also a Garrison 

hanger-on and provider of very bad information. Wyatt and Brownlee both hung around the 

Garrison office, Brownlee much less than Wyatt. 
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with claiu to classil icutidu made in ;*J4 tor the phone call tliat fro*:* internal content 
has ti -<■ 1 roni Ham. i’LiuVi* (l'heru io in fact a r-erioa of records relating to the date 
^/lu/63 and tlie Fill's intercut ii. ;'t included in curlier disclosures.) Perhaps the 



actaal explniatiou for »<liut ;ip t iears not to qualify for withholding lies in the directive 



"by whatever means necessary. " „ , , \ u jL.., % 

vjjth, a T* y}£f s i k wt*s > 

In iluf checking oi‘ tourist ^pciiiitsplie FBI disclosed che CIA connection of 



one, 



William Iroorge Cuudut, who just h u t ens to be one who launched another assassination 
luytlioio y f of Jack kuby us "rod." Thoju should be xeoqr s re latino' to tliis in the N.O. 
records provided but 1 recall none. There should also luive been a rundown on Baudot's 
intcrustiu. ; co aiectionc that would not end with hie ITM office or his publication 




relating to ^atin lone learn with an Angletonian perspective. ITto is Shaw f s place, which 
Osuald uaed for* a successful '•demonstration" in wldeli the FBI quite properly had great 
inter :artiStpd not include the reason Oswald picked ITii for his shot at TV. 

Whil- I have no present recollection of why mouths ;igo I selected tlie two pages of 
Vol. 4 worksnc.-ta that arc attached ^ pi*csume lack of legibility was a factor in both. 



There is no need for copies of originals not to be clearly legible. There also is a referral 
■ that , 

/snould toon rospondou to long before the .-h arifi/ima: of the records hieing processed. toaksijK 
11 so t.’.G result could c . id should have boen included in the releases at this point and 
reflected on the worksJi to. (I know of no I1JS backlog.) 
with d ial *|1 2 I question the bl claiia.^^ 

The i'iil lias distinguished itself with gross misuse of the 7D claim but hardly more 
\J y cle; .r.ly .md unjustifiably- tluit witJi ii>. ial 41b, wldeli witidiolda tlie nuue of Edward Voebel, 

/crh j/ 

almout isliliold 1;. lh earlier rocoru after all of tlii 3 was quite public, ranging from 
Voebel ii.atantly ori W to his Warden Oouwis.don testimony and the records the FBI NEVER 
witlii i^f>d at the iircliives. x liis is purt of the mind— set I refer to, of harassment by FOXA 



abuse, of creating phoney statistics itnd .inflating coats - of all abuses. If it were 
justilinble, what i., the need in an historical case? There was never any confidentiality, 
either, as tliiu was nut Lite only source. 
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7® The 9/18/63 date appear to refer to a known fake report of Oswald having been 
seen in Mexico City then® Thorc is continuing withliolding delating to this fake® I 
believe claiming national security for a known fake is unjustified and that a faker 
is not entitled to protection by the exemptions, particularly when his name is not 
^nd has not been secret or unpublished® 

8. While I do not presume that this is Mexican Government information there 
was widespread disclosure of this official information, much of which has been 
readily available in tho Archives for years® There appears to be no basis for withholding 
any Mexican Government information® Meaning relating to Oswald in Mexico or in travel® 
With regard to the Paines, both, there has been widest access even to political 
files and extending into both families, even to ^rotskyite uncles and indication of 
being an FBI informant® The Paines are central figures in this case® 



H 



I question both propriety and need for the Game claim in Serial 479. 

With Serial yl2 I question the classification and i/itliholding. Note aloo that the 
reference to the earlier crash "do whatever necoasary" y/ 18 matter was based on a lie 
and not entitled to protection on that basis* 

Tills record illustrates the importance, historically, for not considering field office 
copies to baexuct duplicates of FBlIift priginnls jaam FOs* The withheld material should 
relate to d ack Ruby because the second file number is that of the NO Ruby file* 

Serial t»6y, Volume 5, refers to views of the VJUSU footage I do not recall perceiving 
in the Ful'u stills* if so, what grumes of Johann Rush's film were used and from what 
source? Tida record ia riot as informative (to FBIHQ) a3 it could have been* Neeley also 
is in the pictures, as the ruport fails to state, and she also identified another person 
in them, an executive at the N*0* Roosevelt Hotel whose name escapes me for the moment* 



She told the NO FIJI tii/it Luwrcnco was renting apace in tha new ITM building then underway* 

4 

And then there is uioi\.- to the Cross Country company and it3 ownership, the Bloomfield nnmfl 



''V v*V 



£ 



- "* «s.\ 



, ■{<&£.. 

that a p. oars to h/ivo n CIA. co.uicction* Hoeley worked in tlie ITM office, with Jesse Core. 

CS*h*a |sg: 

Brady's uddule name 4s Cuthbert, not 0 us pert* He was a well-known rumosexual, intel- 

lectual tuid gun fancier. He had what in Now Orleans wa: known as a "discussion group," 

those r»f which I know being of rightist orientation* There were reports iliat Oswald attended 

his* (This reminds me of the total void in the New 0* leans files of the established fact 

of Oswald's having been at the Ryder Coffee Bouse, uhere there was such a discussion group* 

$no of the operators was J uck Frazier, the other Howard Cohen, both of Fsl interest, Cohen 

even in Mexico* I knew Crazier* It was the custom to have guesti sign in* Somewhere I have 

the page Oswald signed* I'm surprisod tliat the FBI, having spoken to both and to others 

wlio were there, provided no indication of ius having obtained any of tliis information*; 

begin 

While I've forgotten why I made copies of the attached worksheets tliat ratafai with 910, 
and 1026 I prebumo with botli it % is the use of a bail-point blue pen for what it to be 
piiotocopied and~is n^ver cioot^ujkI the extensiveness of "previously processed" wliere there 
is error on the worksheets tliat can lead to identification problems* What is indicated as 
Vol 6^ is actual 7, of wliieh the second worksheet is purt jf* from 7A* Omission of dates, as 



9. I have copies of other FBI prints and of investigative reports based on them - 
many - not included in these NO FO records. If in the FBIHQ release they can't be retrieved 
from that mass* 

It comes back to me now that the name is Nick ^almisano and it was the Royal Orleans 
rather than the Roosevelt ' Hotel. 

10. Here I mean to indicate withholding, perhaps by filing outside the 89-69 or 
100-106601 files. 
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they are oudtted (^ginning with yiO / a total impossibility of finding them as 

'l 

"previously processed." Who con even estimate liow iunny "Insert ro: Oswald" records 
there are in 1«'BI files? But tliat is the only 'information provided, no identification# 

Tint oven the FBI was confused is iudicatod in Serial 1078* Please note on this the 
addition of indexing instructions for other than the regular index, the index tliat remains 
withhold# (New Orleans also provided index canids to Pallas.) y 

On Serial 1084 thorn aro lour obliterations, with the single claim to exemption 

oW SAC 4 * 



following the name of the NO SAC of oil tilings! b2 are claimed for the name 

and no claim is made for anything also. If tlie identification of an informer is withheld 
I do not appeal tliat. If the symbol is withheld I do appeal that. Disclosing it discloses 
nothing that identifies the source. 

*7 

If the FBI was and rouiuin' uptight about the 544 Camp Street address it would have 
behaved exactly as it did behave. r lbis e. .tended to refusing to provide the Commission with 
a copy of tlie literature on wi&ch Oswald stamped this address. Whon the Commission 
weuiried of the FBI's stonewalling because it required a copy with that address it got 
one from the Secret So; vice. Meanwliile, this is precisely tho area in which the FBI wanted 
to and did succeed in foreclosing the Secret Service, that#A/ress and the Oswald literature* 
The FBI huffed and fui’fed its files full of coif- justification about the came pamphlet 
wi thout that eUi rress stamped on it for ;xll tho world as though the records were identical 
because they wore the same ‘Corliss Larnout pamphlet. 

osj.i Bowman was tliu owndr uf the baLiuing, sinco destroyed for the new federal building f 
I under. .tar id. he gave the Secret Service to undarst nd that he put Oswald out of the 

building when ho found ldm there without paying any rent, lie gave* me to understand that 

it was Oswald and it was the office tliat liad been used by the CI/l front , reference to 

Arcacha Smith in 1084. Nvfh W fh** ** fh fyr*V\ds*. 

Among the intelligence not provided to the Conjaissiou or from any records I've^en 
* J 

to FhlilU is that there was a side entrincc to the building and it was the office of a former 
FBI jopr^iwinied Ouy Banister* hen had a private detective agency and an anti-Communist 

organisation of ni.s ovm. Ferrie worked for him from time to time and used hi3 office. I 



1 t>A 



10. In effect this almo means tliat the NO FO became a subsidiary or auxiliary 
Office of Origin and submitted reports directly to FBIHQ rather than through the 
00, Dallas. As it relates to Oswald and the Oswald file, this indicates the need 
for other files and records to exist. They have not been provided. 
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As 




go^ i to the FJl'n hOi,-:liiv. r.tifjatioi^i.i my early 1967 writing# 

Another person who used 3pace in the building and was connected with onti-Vastro 
activities is shunned in the available FBI reports but not entirely by the Secret Service# 
liis nunc is Amosto Rodrguez# ho lmd a language ochool on St# Charles, Oswald did go 
there , caul Uoariguez hue the hew OrL-ano 1 ) 1*030 reputation of being an FBI source# 

Uhilo I am 3uyin u that tlds Serial relates to what it^Enown the Secret Service was 
doing, sp alcing repeatedly to Rodriguez about the subject matter of the memq,I am neither 
saying nor not saying tliat Rodriguez was a s^nbollod FBI informant and don't care either 
way and am not asking tlint it bo disclosed# l Soria.! 1ln r ' mm wmr 1 tm in an informant 
r. port by a different 3A but tho some SAC name in wit.diuld along with other entries on the 
soino claimo#)lii3 record appoora to relate to a Hoff a source, the best known of whom 
was Edward Crady "l/hidjey" Partin# 

V/hil. the suite claims and withholdings aro made on wliat uppears to be Serial 1150 
fn thin case the record includes the PCI' y poiviiosion t.o disclose her name and FBI connection 
so there is no bails for uitlihoOUling it as those who processed the record did. One of 
those to whom SA Ib.vtmxiy then spoko was Betty Parrot Q Parent) # The record wa3 disclosed 
yc..rs ago anti I wrote about it in early 1967. She would luive been a good French Quarter 

% A 

source# 

T3ds brief record begins "Attached ic 3G2##." :aid adds "and ulso attached is a 302###" 
h either is nttacned or 1 n r A any way accounted for in the worksheets# Both are 
with old. without any cl Jb.i to any exemption# 

.j 1 i;..t jonrs bo m. ;j-:avi,al 1p ( Jl uxkos such extend- :d use of b2 and 7B tliat the .date 

is cither a secret or only source iso r is sorely a waller of FBI interest# Sorao date! 

I also : : cal kb other witliho Ldings in kids case# Obviously this person v/as iaiown to the 
Garrison people from uhu content and from the date h cause this was prior to any public 

V ^ 

or pubi: shed laioul* ago of tiutt "inventi ntion#" 

J- rial 1454 iul p:.taiudLvc use of 7C with r* gard to Arcacha. V/ljat ic public imow lodge 
about ..rcact\a that 11 i..f •rued processors night coiisidru' should bo witlihold ranges from a 
sogi'ui act oliargo uowu to gypping Ids follow anti-Castros. 1 Oulieve tliat Orestes Pena 



11. There ±3 no reference to Rodriguez, who also figures in other aspects of the 

reference 

investigation, in any of these NO FO records. Nor is there/to these other aspects and 
other persons. One of these other porsons , Roger Lovin, lived at Rodriguez* school for 
a while, levin is also mentioned in the King assassination records. One of the other 
aspects has to do with a questionable tTaarxlatiatt transcription of an Oswald debate tape. 

12. If Jack S. Martin's namo is withhold then the withholding is ridiculous. 
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to «** 01 tLu.j; because Mo woo come of tlio money Arcacha pocketed. Pena also 
wont to the Maui liu of tl.d group to got Arcacha out of it. Arcacha also conned other 
refugees, i icluding yuirogn, uho was with him often. 



Jtc t.ttj*] Of.ccl standards i 
^ndor Serial 230 (yi 



Th it arc ^utisuo uLout^ tlio propriety of the uitUioJ.dings compare^ with or balanced 
aMnct really defamatoiy ■ -W , ' i ' information the Phi has released about others plus 
vlit supposed standards of historical caaoo. 

/ ry 13 ^ 

0^ ou will note tliat in oven its intomal records the FBI avoided 
the iact klrnt Baniutor wan in tho 544 Camp building. 

///h Wtj Under Serial 6U0 misleading internal records were also created or represent those 
already created. I doubt Fcrrie misled the FBI. Or could in tliese matters. The CHF could 
not have had offices in the 544 building because it ceased to exist prior to the Bay of 

ilg3 ’ whuil tllG CIA ± ' orocd ita consolidation with those tho E. Howard Hunts and David 
Ferries considered dangerous "reds," the refugee unionists und others of atmdla r 
views tint are left only as related to the right extreme. Ferrie thus evades without lying. 
Following tide thoi'i : is inaccurate reference to what I refer to in ray Honnio Cairo appeal, 
because as the Fiji should iiuvo known did organize wliat was known as the Crusade and used 
thaj building as an address to wldch contributions could be sent. At about the tiiae of 
Serial 1434 ft Certain amount of this was in the papers. This Serial was prior to 
. public Is tou lodge of tlu; Uarrison thing, moreover, Art^clio /.ind Cairo had to go public to- 
sccl: tin; money Llicy Ion, od for. 

fa Serial 1515, fits with tho others for wldch b2 and 7D claims are made for more th«n 
a name or a numb r, there is u question of whether unyr.hing is reasonably segregable. The 

withholding of tlu; personal pronoun when only one can fit is ridiculous and unnecessary. 
(AJ.30 Co* u.ionjiluco.) ^ 

<yy\ 

I know nrounleo , Ferric* s godson. I can't chedTsTiilT^Jb^ae it is withheld as 
"provn.uali processed." Tho content sounds remarkable like tliat of a record appealed above 
wliore I go into^Sullivan , who i a tho source in 702. Why withhold in one record and not in 
the other when tho withhold identification is the same? 

Brounloo was in with Wyatt on tho Shcridan/fortin deal shortly alter tho time of this 

H ' The 

rcco • w &-> u^gu in iact .0 pull tho deal off* /iLio^after Garrison's operation was public* 
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(iJk? smc :»uir told uo oi being in Betroit at the time of Sheridan* s involvement in coverage 

of JtocUil disturbances tliat led to much criticism of NBC*) 

* 

Si.jitila 1064 und 1o'j(?)7 aeem to bear on JFK records indices. 

, / ?5'fy' 

Unions there is ;m uuoorrectod error in Serial %«^xt reflects soue thing that would 
.■iJpour to bo radically wrong in tho processing and providing of records from 89-69. This 

Serial in Liu; first in Volume 2f as provided to ..ie. lot it refers to earlier records as 

in Volume 41 • 

’• Vl . , jj? .’v', 

x provide Serial 1 f _>07 for comparison with other v< . :ords in which FBI FOIA processors 
claim exemptions. Bike tlio source, not withheld, nor liia comment that the wife who left him 
la psycho tic* Obvious political purposes ore served by such disclosures v/ilAiout regard 
to trustfulness or dependability of tlioir source* fNoJ+l mh/mi. utlfL/h PSQ 

Serial 1916a repr. s' hts tho iuitiul classification oi tills 1967 record as of 8/22/77. ‘ ' 



i> *7 'Th t-t] 



the FBI had 






Among tiio problems this presents, aside from the EO, is that 
rpvicwod these records not fewer than three tiiaea^w ithoLit claasif viru/ them once* *n addition, 
there i 3 no other side in what wa3 provided to me although this record states "over”, 

Which is typed on* C j° 3 O ) 



y- 
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Serial 2ubj, wjiieh upborn to be unreal in runny respects, is a record I referred to 
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edrlier us disclosing tho existence of a CIA "field of ice" in New Orleans and the head 
of that of fico , * matte n the Dupartmont lias had sworn to as always necessarily withheld -as 
a national defense rcj^uiromont* . *<•", 

Why the New UrL ns Cla "field office" aid not read tho sensational local paper headlines 
about thu CIA, did not listen bo radio or look at TV, is a mystery* Five of these six hrh d 
are umo*tg tho most pUblicis&ou names* * "* v*.' 

T'd;i rocord muko:; uio uondnr why other internal FBI records were referred to the CIA, 
wldch lias not uctcd^ on thorn* As Goi inl 201 l j, worksheet attached* 




Nail it be tliab th«. F.iL actually b«.Iieve the CIA pretense that it did not know that 

J 

tlio ouar u od Clay 3huw Was a Cla contact iii Neu Origins? 

If on..* takes wliat ..pilaris to bo Serial fj6 at face it appears that wlien someone 
walks into an FBI office raid "insists" that it accept pictures of someone taking pictures 



allegedly oi Ido pfucu of business the entire federal law enl'orcement machine bowe to this 
insistence end for no apparent reason necepta and filoa these "insiated" picturea. Then 
tlie SA doc.:; not write a i.iomo on it to the SAC, it being important enough for such a m»ino 
to be writ on, for uioro tlian a weak, by wiiich time he lias been careful to learn where 
the "inaiotod" pictures are filed and informs the SaC of tliia, the SAC Imving nothing 
bottor to do tlian concern liimaulf with "insisted" und unwanted pictures of a man whose 
name apparently moans nothing to tlio FBI. 

hottnwjtila, tlio insiotur Imving boon intcrviovjed by tho SA, the NO FO files would 
apjjear not to contain any report on tho interview. 

There being files on the persons irtei-view^J^C thi ^ memo that is important enough for 
the SAO’u attention* malte3 no reference to the files on those interviewed 

••• 

And for no apparent reason, certainly none from the content of the memo, the SA 
directs it for Xmibimf' in the JFK aosocoiiiation file, 

Tida record relates to me. Viith any kind of search tlie NO FO "would have found it 
in compliance with my i‘A rmiuost despito its having mo named Jack, (interestingly enough, 
and I do not suggest tide is the produat of some FBI mind— control operation , when X farmed 
and had the oc usional holp of an old, rotired farmer, lie used to call me "Jack" but far a 
rcaaon - from tho heights he caw me lift nnu carry. lie used jack as short for jackass 
v; becuusu ho was improved tmt I could work like one.) 

,;V. ! 

I don’t know how m.Aiiy Wcidborgo appear in the FBI 1 a JFK assassination files but from 
the rather large number of records I’vo gone over there i 3 no other. This ono should not 



have been missed in NO, wiiich raises the question, how many more were "missed"? And how 
else they nra filed. I’m lo^uming a bit about the subjects used for JFK assassination records 
the FBI doos not want to surface in norm/il 3oorchings# * 



fringuior was incredible* I iiad no interest in him. I'his was the morning I was to return 
homo after testifying L fore tJu* grand jury. I had not gone sight— seeing. So when I accepted 
the offer of tlio police servant in charge of tlie police assigned to the DA* □ office to 
be taken to Oswald placos of interest he l*iad his oldest man* tho about-to— retire Fenner 
Scdgebcer talce mo to Osw.ild places of interest boforc taking me to tlie airport. I had my 



own coinora with me anri had token tho pictures I wanted. As a la3t stop Sedgebeer, who 

liad token a Polaroid and used it for mo, took mo to not the Habana store run by Bringuier 

ac tills Serial at fat os but the Hubann 11 ar owned by Oront Pena in which Oswald allegedly 

throw a sjxjctaculur drunk* Wliilo Eodgobeer was photograph ling the front of Pena’s place 

Cat o* t(L>\ ^ 

El Estupides Bringuier came dashing out of liis stoi\:,f which was several buildings away, 
in a ImlL’-croucli shooting away with a 'J5inra. lie took many more pictures than those he 

gave, ra idler insisted to the FBI, as lie orifipod with virtually every step while crossing the 

X' 

i 

pavements and street* Had I boon alone he’d have jumped me although wo had never spoken 
or to the boot of my knowledge oven seen ouch other before* I know I'd not seen him* 

It was a pretty crasy buoiness I'm not likely to forget. 

But I am interested in tho missing interview report and notes and in any other 

- *. T 

misfilings, if tliis is wliat tlicy are* - ■ 

(Aj.iong the pictures I took are those of the wrong, meaning non-existing addresses in 
Oswald's address book and the porch of his residence wlicre, in the official account, in 
tlio dark of night lie practised sighting through the scox>o of his rifle* This also is when 

i 

and how I learned of what the FBI appears not to have been able to loam, the fact in my 
Ronnie Cairo request, that Oswald had tho side entrance to the Cigali Building in which 

Cairo iiau ofl'icos. I've noted Cairo's cuimection with Arej£cha and tlie CIA* funded 

• * 

onti-^astro peoplo.) 

\ Serial relates to Layton Martens and one of those at the phone company from 
whom fclu FBI obtains iiiformation* Martona became very much of a public figure. He had been 
Ferrio's "roommate , " too* TJUs record lioldo other interests, like how four years late the 



FBI learned tliat there we.-o actual Clay Bortrondts in Hew Orleans* Odd how Regis Kennedy 

and other BAs could not tiavo asked tide phone company source while they were looking for 

a Clay Bertrand in and did asl: in 1^/67* And tliat FblllQ did not order It/rhe appeal 

is not for the phone co. ipany source but for the other withheld information opposite which 
* 

no claim to exemption is made* 

Vol ciV - the wo rJ. sheets are illegible. I'd appreciate a set that can be read. This 
con bo clone by ovoixrxposiug for the content and not wonting about the ovor-exposure of 
tho headings, which or* black and legiblci. The FBI does know how to xerox. 



Burial 4190 .clis«:Iott'-o wliat is wifclthnld under privacy claim in other records, tho names 

. at Puu-^American FiL.uc, well laiown names, tor), lxsi.an e they did the film work for tho 
Z i *3 J 

^ local TV stations ^Tliis is a cover rather than an actual record and wliilo it may atato 

what i:» factual it does not atato what ia actual. Supverisor Y/all, a 3 my 1967 writing 

adcir 



apucifioa U/ithout ia;/ having soon a single FBI reference to it) was 'mlmpls at covering and 

non-.i nvus tigations • lie first devised tho moons of hiding the fact tliat tho Banister (former 

ad dints bt>ol\ 

FBI) Agency was :ui l ho 544 Comp Street building by using* tho uowtU-dTflovioo of the side 
iJOttli/ ^ d 

street address. S^umigurt to ifcterviou the CIA-typo 1,1 rani: Burtea without going into 

% 

Barths 1 name in Oswald* c adurosubook. lie has othor similar accomplishments tliat avoided 

;Mt+)r Art g cii? 

giving Fsluu trouble;:. i^ v os lioarU-f blv^i fO Cuban Revolutionary Council, which tho CIA. 

funded through 4/69 , wliioh happens to bo the time Oswald returned to hew Orleans. 

Bartou also Inter flow planes for tlio UXA. in tho Oongo, well known in New Orleans but 

oddly 

not mentioned in any FBI records I* ve aeon.) 

Wall does not giv tlio number of stills llush gave the FBI. Other reports indicate 
six:, wlu.ch is no doubt i/!iy tlio FBI spinors from tho Archives to liavo givon the Warren 
C0haid.os.lon only two. 

•f ?„■ i # . - 

fho second paragraph iiides other information. It gives as what one could take as the 
first d; to tho FBI got those movies of Osw;ild distributing literature outside the ITM as 
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IC/p/ua* V/DBU showed them and fed them to the nuu < on 11/22/65. It can’t be believed and 

I do not buliovo that tlio Fill waited 11 days for this important evidence. I don’t believe 

it because i know better from tho man who was Y/DCIJ* s news director, Ed Planer .Actually 

Planer and Jesse Core, who had bout public relations director for the 1TM and was in touch 

with the FBI in his complaints about tliir; filmed Oswald demonstration, reviewed tho WDSU 

footage as soon as Oswald was identified af tor thu assassination. At tliat time both men 
vCorc a - 

told mo was still ii\ the YJDCU footage. \fhon t lie Fhl returned tho film ho was not. 

v^>< 1 Vtf Um A 4 

ky copy, also made at , It also shows that whothor or not the FBI 

4 

spliced it all together, as Pl/incr scorned to rou.il.L, what the Fbl got was not one piece of 

W 






film, /is tliis r .ports suites, but Miron that Y/l)oU had. Tlio other two were of a debate 
Oou: J.d had l - j \<1 scones at 1;lio seemingly uniiaportont • 1st orbing -tho -pouco trial where Oswald 
ent rod a guilty pica although ho was not guilty and hue a nice clipping reporting hi3 $10 fine. 
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Tit FJI lias and is uitliiiolding tlio information hidden by Wall. I appeal it. Dy this 

i'lold Ofl'icc/CfcH^ P(3/HQ(S*i ti 
'-JUxfat* rtcrulj /|/v- thud - « 



I ini'!.. a wore tlinn will .'ollow, from tlio Sua Francisco tUL Field. Office P/3 / H Q fS^-A 

»,k of toil 



B. .rial 4225 wititt ' l ii 1 #, JJCC muuon including III* ouxxsrvi. lory level* AppeaTSdT^ fujld** 

f-r* 

42y4 uitjiholda tn« name of tlio BA v/Jio wrote tlds xv^port. Thex’o is no contont relating 

to tlic u. ption, 'hJJLo.CKD UdWfB TO TBoTHlOUY OB BDV/ARD GRADY FiUtfCIN, ? who I think 

you will rocogniao from Ids DJ rolo in the Ilof fa conviction. 

X’vo vof ei*rod to (.Ids character, cilca John ^oorge raid other names, in connection with 

both Moivio Droumloe and liiltor Bhusddnn. Shortly of tor tho JCing aoEUWJcinntion, as this 

record does not mention , Uy, att was shot in the foot wldlo working in a filling station 

and nobody was over clmrgod. Mention of the nomo Hun 00 in not the only ixmcible baois for 

filing a copy in tlio Garrison part of tlio JIK assassination file. V/yatt spent much time 

W^th tlio Garrison injoplo. An tliis report foils to state Wyatt was a federal narcotics 

iutf orman t of ouch diligehc < that to lufiko liimsolf look good he framed 30.10 of Ids friends. 

Ho was also a blabbermouth, which Brownlee objected to. lie spent a long night, all night, 

» 

tallcing into my open tape recorder and turning it off only once. The day She ridan/ Partin 

made Lite uonl with Iij*owiLlce/Wyatt to ,, dcfect ,, from tlic State legislative committee ffltr which 
i Jr C< PWfo 1 We,±, v/t tp f J 

they worked mid go to work X ' 0 r 1 'artin^ Wy a b t kc rt me informed from Salon Rouge by phone. 

•' ' I'ocoxtls jointing to Wyatt and the JFK investigation are not provided. Nor any 

| 

record of Wyatt’s arrest in I’oxuo with Brownley near Dallas as I rocall^on a narcotics charge. 
Wlmthor or not an iidov.vtunt on it Wyatt wan part of the Hew Orleans JFK asaassination 
inventia.tion^U*/ d< FBI A ) Yl 1/^ f . 

Serial 4270 is tim it uiiceo Searcuon slip on a man who was a good friend of mine, 

Matt Herron. (Tills reminds me, tlic kciapliis Field Of ice provided no King assassination 
records r< : In ting to him and ho did take imormation to tlio FBI there when ho obtained it 



for/ 

k j r/ljlio Fi 



whilo on phutograpliic assignment for ^owcwo ck^ f^Tjho Fill knows from my book Framo-Un . 
he also provided me with information tint 1 used and some I feared to use.) Matt was a 
f trend of Garrison 1 s, too. Ho wus the B, dim lav Bvcnii,-: Host photograxjher on the Phelan 
interview of X'crxy Russo (relating to vsiicli no rocorus liave been provided) and for David 
Clmndlcr then of Life ma. aainc ( no records of which have boon provided)^ both in Baton Rouge. 
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It apixjars probable that this search slip was in anticipation of his testimony 0 
as a State ' 3 rebuttal witness if Phelan was U3ed by the Shaw defense. 

Prom the time of the King assassination through the Garrison-Shaw case when 
I was in New Orleans I stayed with Matt and his family. Now I find that the man who was 
so kind to me was then indexed 10 times by the NO FO on three different subjects and 
in six different "internal security" matters. (Of course I feel slighted that I was 
slighted, tliut none ol these citations can be traced to my subversion of him and 
that there is no search slip on me*) 

Prom his connections with Garrison and me and others, from his connection with the 
Shaw case, I believe Matt is properly part of the NO JFK assassination files and ask 
for copies of these and other records. I'll send him a copy of this searches slip and 
if necessary I'll ask for a privacy waiver. But I'd rather thejprocessing begin with any 
.ft.qceaattfY privucy excisions becuae there is no telling where he may be. (As of my last 
inf onnation he was ppgaged in the great subversion of navigating the ship Greenpeace . 

I'm sure he has taken it elsewhere since my last information, when he took it into a 

f 

Picif ic nuclear test zone. So you can see how dangerous a person he is. If he took it up 
to fdther the Canadian seal kill or the M ew England nuclear electric plant protest, 
whidh now seems Idiss like even an FBI internal security matter, it would take a long time 
for any letter to reach him.) 

If there had to bd u scorches slip on people like Matt I find it unusual that there 

are so very few in thia entire file* t rom this I am led to believe that there are many 

others and that if not withheld from the files searched are in other files. Dallas, for 

example, had none in any of the files I received and I recall none from FBIHQ. Not even 

resulting 

where I received the records from searching by slips. 

Matt also worked for Black Star. He had D a ll a s JFK assassination assignments at the 
time of the crime and once when I was with him, 11/68, on assignment for the largest 
British newspaper. 

Hot long after that lie took his family and a friend just out of jail on a selective 
service charge on a two-year trip to and near Africa in his 32-foot boat. Some of his 
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letters did not reach dc. I did receive come empty envelopes, I recall in one case mailed 

via our diplomatic service in the Canary Islands. 

I attach Serial 4428 because some of the claims to ^xemption appear to be unjustified. 

In what remains of the first page it seems unlikely tliat there was cither a confidential 

or an only source for Layton ^artens* address. The subject matter is a Presidential 

assassination and the letter is to a federal ogenci^f with firearms responsibilities. 

In Serial 4433 the names of two supervisors are withheld. It appears obvious that 

the ono in New Orleans is Ernest C 0 Wall. Thi3 is the perpetual FBI piivacy claim for 

well-known FBI personnel. The same is true ojserial 4491. In addition, if search of the 

97 or Registration Act file was appropriate as part of the assassination investigation the 

relevant records appear to be appropriate for inclusion in the historical case release. 
fteMAnp C & 

For yoLu^iiiforLTatiori/the ^HuoJ^is from the first of the month that Oswald returned to . a C/ 

Cfnr C*L. 

New Orleans until the day of the assassination. * ' Hi (/ 

Serial 4448 again withholds known FBI names, names earlier released in eaactly 
this connection. The pamphlet is the one to which Oswald added the 544 Camp Street 

fir 

address the FBI never would provide the Commission. * 

The withholding of Supervisors' names in Serial 456? in this case relates to the 
subject matter of a Congressional investigation to which, allegedly, the FBI made full 
disclosure. Only later to withhold under FOIA in an historical case? 

In the immediately proceeding records the known and well-publicized name of the 
former clerk, Walter, who had been all over TV long before this processing, was not with- 
held. Nor was it in many other records. Only suddenly the FO^A processors found it necessary 
© and apprentiy appropriate to witlihold the name in 4580. ^ 

5"^) Serial 4561 , again withholding FBI names, begins with the same subject and asks for 
a search for possible assassination threats. The language of the SA whose names is 
withhold is ambiguous. It suggests that the search was limited to 62 files, which would 
be to eliminate many files that should have been searched if NO really believed that 
FBIHQ teally wanted the nitty-gritty. Withholdings now extend to the stamp affixed to the 
b Is lower right of the pages. With Serial 4592, on the wame subject, there is aided the 

futility of the witliholding^ if in an historical case there was need^ that entended to clerks. 



13« Earlier records and his Warren Commission testimony would seem to ntdce it ob- 



vious that the obliterated name is of retired S4 Quigley. But why would nvytfku anyone 
think of withholding this when the entire roster of names of the FO is disclosed and this 
is an historical case? 

14* If in this instance the name is not that of Walter, his name was withheld in 
other records. 

15. A list of all employees of that period was disclosed. 

The lower left quadrant of this stamp is for directions to serialize, hardly a 
7C claim under any circumstances, 'fhis particular withholding is repeated a number 
of times on other records. 
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586 , 4587 (’where they forget and do not withhold William Walter 1 s name) and 4590 jf 



has not become ah FBI vice.) It appears that Division VI was searching for a straw. 

If there ever was any doubt about the real reason for the phony privacy claim for 
FOIA processors, whose names were not withheld until I pinpointed these kinds of 
abuses, I would hope the foregoing ends the doubt. 

Volume 54, worksheet page 11 represents tliat all seven pages of both Serials 4710 
and of 4711 are entirely withheld ander b2, which i3 to say that even if the exemption 
is applicable, which I do not believe and appeal, there is absolutely no tiring at A.n 
reasonably cegregable, which I also appeal. 

More on the Walter flimilaming of FOIA attached in Serials 4592a and b, 4594, which 
includes Walter's name/ and a transcript of a public interview/ despite which these same 



FOIA personnel engaged in all the earlier withholdings from the same series of records, 
and 4594A. 



The 5/17/77 aiirtol to all offices in C Id filed in NO without a serial in 

this 89-69 file because the instructions not to destroy any records with a case in court 
apply to my cases as well as those of others, if any. NO attached a list of serials under 
Walter's name, not withheld again, (i know of no Walter case in any court.) I believe it 
is obvious this also applied to such destructions as that of the original Long tickler 



A rring to the unjustifiable withholding .later of the name of the man at 



Pan-Amcrican Films where the TV footage wan copioij I stated that elsewhere the name is 




and 



££ 4589 is on the Walter matterJf^iT* does disclose exactly what the rest of the 



series withhold^ FBI names. Only it continues to withhold^ivision VI name. (Consistency 




in C.A.75-1 996. 










withheld although in that record it wa 3 not. The withholding is in the Subs, of which 
1A05, 1A66 and 1A75 are attached. 

Bearing on what I said about three different pieces of WDSU footage see Serial 1A66. 



'OJ $)\ 7 > 
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Further evidence of FBI open contempt for the Act, controlling decisiona and the 
AG'S historical case determination is in the following 1A examples, which are not of 
either confidential sources or even unpublished. All that is withl^ed was made public by 
the Commission and I believe by the FBI itself. 

(j? where Oswald had his prijrtdn^ done, extensively reported by Commission and 

FgL and me, without any’ : t(t^ excision^; 70, ditto} 71 , the name is known and I - Hrinir in tbj n 
file, as I recall Bill Reed^ kut^^the Commission's public material ;72 ditto; 73 (says 
from Memphis but probably error; recall no Memphis reports on Lawrence, referred to above, 
or related companies); 1A104 (inconsistently neither Bringuier's nor SA's nama i a witl>- 
ijeld re ,,J ack Weisborg" photos) ;1 25 (inconsistely as possible, list of all FO employees 
re Walter caae);and lily— gilding, 135, which withholds the name of the SA who interviewed 
Prank ^artes in 1976* 

j 

There is no Serial to a U list of seven entries the first of which is of November 
'VviaE* f » /■ t 

1976. If there are accoiiipanying^eports , as t lie re may be, I now do not remember them# 

^n the list there is an utterly inappropriate 7c claim for an SAa n/ynft , ^’nA pp’pop rH 
now that the list of NO employees is added to my list of Dallas employees# In thaS* 
underlying records the similar and related withholdings are more extensive and I appeal 
them# I do not attach the actual underlying records* to save the really unnecessary 

- — — cim 

b) copying# The first as an interview ofoneTD , Amy involving the Court of the Two 

Sisters, about which ^arrison did not weave a ll the ^theories , and involving the same 

A 

^ene Davis tffho sued NBC and Sheridan over being described as the real Clay Bertrand# 

( \ - • ^ (itjyb)j J*** 

This alleges mmk connection**** between Oswald and RubyT The nexti is aJlTinterview qf a 

convicted felon who claims Oswald* 3 admissions to him include serving the CIA Anri the 

FBI* s Hosty getting him the job at the book depository# While I regard both as fakes, 

which I believe enti tiles nobody to any protection, in the alternative, in an historical 

7^ case, these would hardly appear to be approriate to any claim to exemption# (1A141 relates 
to 1A139 above.) 
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I believe there ere serious questions with regard to any fakery in historical cases. 
In addition to the withholding of FBI names in Serials 2008 and 3030, which relate to 

jj 

a black prisoner named Vernon Bundy, the name of the source, which is not secret, is 
withheld. Those processing the records probably have no way of knowing that the source's 
story was public in April 1967 f when reporters in New Orleans told it to me, their 
source an anti-Garrison lawyer# There was doubt about ^undy's atory but also about 
the source's. When those processing records in historical cases known little or nothing 
about the subject matter wrongful witliholding is inevitable# 



It gets laughable with Serial 1922 and several pages I believe but now am not certain 
were with it and are from the same file# Whether or not on receiving the information 
the FBI believeVit was new it wasn' t and the source is very obviously Gordon Novel# 

I doubt very much that the NO FBI was misled into believing it was getting valuable 
and secret information# But the FOIA personnel have no way of knowing# 

Without checking files I can't be certain that all of this was published. I believe 

Cull luJAJ 

it wa3 and I know it is not m\ nny 

I doubt that in good— faith processing in historical casesj/the question would come 

up because the AithhoJ ding is not appropriate to histprical cases# W /u~8 uh Jy, *A»t. 

«• 

The problems come from the FBI's determination to treat FOIA as a withholding 
rather than a disclosing law# 







On the wi th holding of police and similar names 

When I received a letter in which a stranger asked essentially pointless questions 
about some of my earliest work and the offer to tell me who NO T-1 really is I decided 
to learn and asked him* In response I received the attached two pages from the 
Pair Play for Cuba Committee pre-assassination file, 97-4196-11. It is a copy of a 

record Paul Hoch made available to others. 

_ 

Ihis man actually believes that there was one and onlyNfperson identified as NO T-1. 

inevitably there will be confusion, some of it possibly embarrassing to a number 
of people. This is the potential of a number of variations of the kinds of unnecessary 
withholdings practised by the FBI in processing historical -case records, complicated 
and m agnif ied by disclosures of what ought not be withheld, as in this case. 

The FBI goes to court to refuse to disclose police sources, claiming cannot 
never does, when it fact the opposite is true and withhol ding is generally arbitrary 
and capricious# This also applies to information provided to the FBI, by police, investi- 
gators and various official bodies, including prosecutors# It is on rare occasions only 
that the information must be withheld# 

If I had copied for you only those records I've read in th^ast two weeks in which 
police and similar names were disclosed, in and out of the United States, sheriffs, DAs 
and various other governmental components along with the information they provided to the 
FBI^it would require a large box if not a trunk to hold them all# Yet from the same FOIA 
unit and the records in the same and other historical cases the identical information is 
withheld and once withheld the FBI will waste everybody* s time and much more to go to 
court to continue to withhold it# 

I'll explain why this particular disclosure, which is of no interest to me in my 
work, attracted my attention# 

More than one postal inspector provided information to the FBI in New Orleans, which 
was and is right and necessary# More than one name of New Orleans postal inspectors Haa 
been disclosed# I believe the last one I read prior to receiving this one was Zarza or 
something similar# And inspectors were not the FBI's only N.O# postal sources# 

Now it happens that there remains a mystery over the postmark on a change of address 

card filed for if not by Oswald when he left ^#0# oO\travj(es that began in Mexico and 

ended with the assassination# The cancellation was subsequent to the time of Oswald's 

departure from New Orleans# The Warren Commission was not helpful to either solutions or 
* 

discouraging irresponsible weavings of conspiracy theories by the staff counsel's h^nming 
fcf this matter# He s/aid that he'd just add this to the stack of similar matters# So how the 
card could have been mailed by Oswald when he was not in New Orleans to mA-i 1 it remains 
a provocative mystery# I wrote about this more than a decade ago in the book about which 
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this stronger wrote me. 

Obviously, like most of my appeals, in this matter I am not looking for information 
that is of personal interest to me. 

Ky concern is with thecal record and confusion built in by arbitrary and 
capricious processing in which there is unjustifiable withholding that will plague the 
country, including government agencies, for years to come* 

H/lo a rare occasion on which the name of a postal inspector is secret or the 
fact of his having provided information to the FBI must be withheld* (i recall no plngl* 
instance of this in the Warren published and unpublished records which total aoms 500 
cubic feet of records* *t became an FBI device ohly after enactment of FOIA and its 
1974 amending.) 

These kinds of inconsistencies must account for a large part of the FBPs backlog, 
for many appeals and * know for much time wasted in litigation. It seems to me that if 
the FBI did not want this backlog, these wastes and costs and the needless litigation 
simple and comprehensible instructions to its FOIA personnel would eliminate the 
problems* From this I conclude that the FBI has created such problems because it wants 
confusion, waste and unnecessary coats in time and money, in part to discourage And mis- 
lead requesters and in part as an aspect of its campaign against the Act* 




On page 18 I refer to Serial 1916 and 1916A, which is ex poste facto classification* 
Serial 1916 appears to be Serial 4961 in FBIHQ 109060. It is attached. 

No classification mofcBings appear on the record or an attached note although 
there is a withholding from each. The exemption claimed is not indicated but under the 
EO it cannot be bl. 

The withholding on page 2 follows a comma in a sentence that refers to a broadcast# 
While a claim to some exemption may not be entirely impossible, bl claim seems to be* 

On the added page headed "Summary" a characterization of the easily— characterized 
Gordon ^ovel is withheld, no exemption indicated. If an unindicated bl claim is made 
for such a comment as an allegation that Novel was associated with a federal agency 
that would merely repeat what Novel himself has proclaimed in public. 

(The last of the never-flattering public references to him I recall in published 
form is the Colson/Novel plan to erase the Nixon tapes by some form of remote radiation.) 



Serial 3004-A in Volume 22 is of 12-10-71# It is described as Memo, Wn to SAC , NO. 

Of the 13 pages 10 are provided# Claims are made, in blanket, to b7c,b7d, with no copies 
it yAitA h/ ifUlusId'nrt A POWtiidl! k+00h) 

oi the tnree pages jwith obliterations# mere, are other obliterations in the 10 pages 

. . . . , . dot-* it flu gjJ+t/in+'hrvx 

that are provided# ^ 1 irk**]*' 

This record was added to the file because it relates to Serial 3004, of 5-8-67. That 

is a rather long teletype, of 20 pages, indicated as "deviously jK’ocessed#" Because it 

was to FBIHQ I had a search made of the FBIHQ records provided for that time period# 

No 20-jage teletype shows in the 105—82555 or 62—109060 files. From this it would 

appear that again "previously / Fro cessed" is FBI Orwellian usage for memo^ry hole. 

In an excess of caution I also had the Ruby and Commission (62-109Q2P) files checked, 

along with the worksheets. Again no 20-page teletype. For the same date the Commission 

' ^filejjholds a Not Recorded Serial reporting a news story that Garrison would seek a Senate 

CIA probe, hardly properly filed under the Commission. It is of seven not 20 pages. 

j a r m rv»\r ^ 

The article is said to report""**^ subpoenaeing of SA Regl3 Kennedy, not a Commission 
matter and not included in the proper files I've read, M. I Cgvn &>0 

There is no reference in this teletype to the subject of 3004A, "Lt. RAYMOND COMSTOCK 
Information Concerning." However, the only NO SA connected in any way with Comstock in 
the 10 pages provided is SA Regis Kennedy. 

The first page of the 12/lO/71 LHM on Comstock notes only that he "SIEVED AS INVESTI- 
GATOR IN THE OFFICE OF District Attorney JIM GAfiMfleM beginning May, 1962" and that a 



"summary of the pertinent details found in the New Orleans Office files re. subject, Lt# 
RAYMOND CONSTOCK, New Orleans Police Department" follows# (Caps in original#) 

The first page that follows is numbered 3# The first three paragraphs are obliterated 
under b7c and d claim. The 44 file number is not obliterated pripr to the second para- 
graph. ^his leads to the belief that at least part must be reasonably segre gable. 

The next two file numbers not obliterated are 80-267# and 8(^267-1376 .The first is 
* 

not attached, the eecond is# It is a news stoxy reporting that among eight policemen 
transferred to the DA's office Raymond Comstock of tlye narcotics squad is one# 

What is a news clipping doing in an 80 file when it signifies "laboratory research m 



32 . 



matters”? Or a xerox be added to 67-4715 when that signifies "Personnel Matters^" the * 
indicatair ' 'Applicant-related Classification?" 

If Comstock applied for a job with the FBI there would be no privacy involved for 
all^who knew him, including many police associates, would know it. 

And then there is the D claim, which can indicate source or informant, 

Which reminds me that on the first page, the printed form, there is added by hand 
"lco-697, " which does not signify any known FBI file. 

Aside from several 89-69 mkM±& citations there are next two 46 references. For 315 the 
claim is made to both exemptioi^ for 314 to C only. All else is obliterated. 



I 



After another 80 citation, the clipping attached as page 9 

“Two more 76 references, 3600 (00:Dallas file #76-4261) and 76-3600- 



withheld ; 

J 



there are 

12, which is provided, an SAC letter to the COP prAising Comstock' s cooperation with Aegis 
Kennedy, There is no other file indicated on the letter,, 

VP 





(76= escaped federal prisoner, etc,) 

The page 9 clipping reports that Comstock was among "the next 24 in line for liei>- 
tenant,," There is a duble vertical marginal line opposite his name and those close to it. 
Next there is indices searches slip from which there are three obliterations 
with the b7c ^?aim made only for the third, the name of the fugitive Comstock helped the 
FBI capture. Page 2 of missing 3004 refers to Comstock in connection with the assassins^ 
tion. The prior entry is entirely eliminated* 

The 10th page is 20 numbers higher in serialization. It is 3024A, By this slip, which 
is not included on the search slip, 3024 was classified for the first time on 8/22/77# 

(By 2040, who I've observed is willing to classify almost anything,) The 7/1/77 date is 
also used in this. The record is refected as also 62-109060-5224, In its place in that 
file is a slip 'showing referral to the CIA, which has not acted. Nine pages are indicated. 
But for the NO copy, .Serial 3024, the worksheets reflect that J, rather than % jaqpoocc 
pages are "previously processed," Not unusually, into another memory hole^rfith "previously 
processedj^ow extended by two pages. 



While reading the NO files I became aware that the FBI had an inside source in the 
Garrison office* I also became aware that the records provided! jwhicji may not be aII 

^shoy [h+rY)u s$ 

and of course, there could have been more than one source] rwas not I'uljjtaware of the 
assassination operation of the DA's office* This could fit one whose major responsibi- 
lities were a specialty, like narcotics* Which was Comstock* s* 

And it may indeed have been FBI practise to write fine letters to the COP even if 
this is the only one I* ye seen in these many thousands of pages* Perhape Comstock* s 
aid to the FBI was that unusually significant and helpful* 



If Comstock by any remote chance were an FBI informer inside of Garrison* o office 

Up*#' 

I would ft the FBI to consider withholding of the fact proper although in such an 
exceptional situation I think the rights and wrongs can be argued* I am not saying that 
the foregoing makes a case that Comstock was the or an FBI informer* However, I am saying 
that the excessive and I believe unjustifiable withholdings require suspicion, even though 
such abuse of FO|A id FBI SOP. 

The use of the 80 file allegedly research (as by Orwell?) in the Lab for a newspaper 
clipping is pretty far out, as is the hidden existence of a Garrison file I*ye already 
imported as an "QO 11 file. And asked for. 



So also would be spell use of a personnel file for non-personnel if not an actual 

applicant, not a Nixon/FBl^anny Schorr type non-applicant. 

I 

This entire thing, even with fudging on the numbers of pafces and ex poste facto 

r 

classifications, requires the appeal I do make. 

t 

It now also appears to be necessary to look in 80 and 67 files for what can* t be found 
elsewhere if the records have anything to do with the assassinations or those who raised 
questions about them, like me. After all, did I not find records on me file^ as government- 

employment candidate when I wasn't and wouldn't be? Which is to say that the FBI did not 

witi f n n a 



The attached urn K.>hn» C from FBIHQ 105-82555 appears to relate to Serial 4175 from 
the next Volume of the same file, where all the information withheld in the referral 
is provided* 

*f I am correct in this and the passport is that of Orest ^ena then the FBI 



withheld what was placed in the public domain in pjffr 1964 by Warren Commission 

publication* / * \ 

CfBh s/w W £+»*** £> 

The paranoidS^ppear to have believed that this man, who led a hard life and 
periodically travelled to relax, was travelling because he was some kind of 

foreign agent* 

He could well afford to travel* 

The matter, however, was^of interest to the Commission, Bena was questioned about 
it, T^N:ra^criptland many FBI records were made public* (M* 1 CtwTi/ J***t+) 



With this an historical case why the referral? 
What was the need? 

What kind of 



wxiai* was t»xik xiutsui 

ragg FBI processing is there when the processors have to know 
Pena was a Commission witness and they still withhold the public domain, still waste 
all this time and money and extend the wastes to other agencies? 

I knew the man well* He claims he was threatened by the FBI* There is substantiation 
in his Commission testimony* Without contradiction or response it includes his going to 
the NO FO with his lawyer to complain about the threat# No FBI records relating in any 
way this and other such matters of which he told me have been provided* And there were 
David Ferrie and Cuban anti-feastro organizations complications* I believe there is 



deliberate withholding, 



Jt)k o* K (tuS k Ql^kXi vx k ^ (ii*+*o < 

An important New Orleans matter not reflected in any NO FO file I've seen a Not 
Recorded Serial in 105-02555 and was indicated for filing in another FBIHQ file at the 
time the memo was written on 1l/8/68 f 62-109060. This involves me in two different ways, 
which I'll explain. The withholding is of the public domain and is laughable because the 
.fcame information is repeatedly disclosed in NO FO files. I made subject copies and can 
cite two of these many, 89-69-114 and 186. The withholding is of the name Johann Rush* 

Throughout this memo Branigan refers to Rush not as the source but as the "informant# " 
This has many meanings, one that many relevant records are withheld. This means 
FBIHQ, NO and San Francisco, perhaps also the Shreveport office. 

*t also tends to add meaning to how Johann Rush was at the ITM to make movies of 
Oswald that later had such great significance and how Oswald had unlisted phones for 
personnel of the TV station in his address book, as I recall also a connection with an 
advertising/public relations agency# 

What it seems to add up to is that the same Oswald was has long been suspected of 
having an FBI connection, a matter supposedly investigated by the Commission, just happens 
to know how to get himself TV coverage and of all things by an FBI informant. This then 
is withKeIa7from the Commission, which was to investigate and report on all, with the FBI 
as its major investigative arm# 

Explanations: whatever the official mythologies, if any, my work in New Orleans 
included no investigations ofjsiay Shaw. My interest was Oswald. * considered what I later 
learned, that it was inevitable for Shaw to have been an FBI and CIA source (if not more)# 

I regard this as proper for one in his position, given the nature of the ITM# Suppose for 
example that someone had tried to assassinat itm Somoza when he came to N.O.? The ITM oddc 
was a first-rate source of important and legitimate commercial and industrial intelligence# 
Having no means I stayed where I could# I've told you about Matt Herron. There was 
also a college, lit# professor, also a political informant for the FBI, named John 
Joerg. I kne^ha wa3 an informant when I used his hideaway, not his home. It was on 
Robertson ^uptown N.O. (No records provided from N.CXFO files although Commission 
records leave without doubt he is in them#) I also stayed on Jackson Avenue with a Mrs# 



(farm Kilpatrick, »hcac aouf Cotfru, h* * escape m 1 ^ m> ^ ^ 

weapon owned by . doctor end with the intent of Killing OarrUon. (Instead he assault* 
his .other and was ^captured and placed in a „xi™. aucuxity i*tltntt.S^i 

inter.ie.ed hi. 7/4/68 or 69 .) The lest of Codfr.,'. volunttuy h*pitalitatlone follow* . 
his having bean in touch with Waahington pffioi*a, claia 

When he was hoapltrfised a cu ^ane nu«ber and *.0 ware found in his pocket. I haw. a 
copy of this and «nn,*lher records, provided by the .other but not included in or refer™! 
to in up, records provided fro. a«y files by any agency. It i. w recollection that the* 
records include the numbers called in Washington. 



There are provocative elements of mystery in all of this. For example, the narefink 
Pve -^t^Bionc Turner. knew all about the la^trick home. furaituM 

arrangement^ enants and their personal lives and subsequent careers. (Marge had a 
very large house and rented rooms, including to N.O. policeman. She reserved a former 
slave quarters for a first violinist of the N.O. Symphony for the season beginning Labor 
Day. It was available to me without charge at all other times.) Accurate infection, as I 
leaked when I taped recoded the first conversation between these two women, beginning, 
alae^ only after Joergf left. Turner even knew the kind of pistol Godfrey had obtained 

** “T a “ rl “’ * ^ Pt “* »« • «*>» A. chew* i, t. ee. 

The doctor never reclaimed it. 



It is difficult to avoid the suspicion that Godfrey is among those who may have been 
used in some of the mind-bending work that has since tecome public - and not he alone in 
New Orleans and the area. I was fascinated by the voids in his recollection of hie life. 

For one example, his knowledge of anti-Castro activity in the N w Orleans arc. I have some 
of his preparations for writing on it. (Hisy&oetry was pretty good;) He r$ cJU If*- ij fki * . . 

Because Turner had claimed to have known him I asked her if she would care to go to 
Jackson with me. 

Of transportation was a Fiat sports car provided by the Fiat dealer and art fancier 
QOt also 8 “ of other P^s, J.B.Vela. This was because I had befriended his former 
Bales nanngcr, Doughs Abridge, an authentic ClA type who was also a Bay of rigs 



*7 



prisoner. He claimed to have been a astro government official and a bophood neighbor 
of Castro's# When I phoned Lethbridge to ask for a cheap rental car, not knowing of his 
mental illness 9 Vela remembered me and would not accept payment for the use of the^iat# 
This was very helpful, considering that in those 15 days I had only four real meals, 
on other days being able to afford, only a skim milk and vitamins breakfast and a 190 
hamburger for supper#/) 

Just before lunch time Godfrey told me lunch time was approaching, that after lunch 



they were required to rest 

✓ 



^vvvvw/ 

resT^andjnot to return until that period was over# I asked him if 
I could bring him anything# His response was that he'd like a malt# Turner interjected 
chocolate# The mother later toldy^hat from boyhood malted^ milkshakes were a virtual 
addiction with him - and only chocolate# 

Godfrey was homosexual but he married a prominent woman, reputedly then with child# 

tH . k l* t***HJ L 

The marriage didn't last, whether or not the^fcot.hprx^account is dependable# I spoke to 
the not-since-remairiad wife, who happened to have been friendly with Shaw or friends 
oj 4 his, one of whom gave her marriage party# ltowwife told me she had been interviewed 
by the FBI. I've seen no such repor^^nd no referent or indicatiori^of any such interviews. 

Garrison and his chief investigator thought I was crazy to move in with Marge and 
tried to talk me out of it# But they were the best accomodations I ever had in N#0«, 
a convenient location and thanks to the CIA, even a nice sports car# Moreover, arge was 
very informative# Although a bit flakey and of the ultra right and with a sign reading 
"Register Communists, Not Guns" at her front door# I checked out some of her information# 

In the course of this I came upon a lead to Johann Rush#/^e had left N#0* and the 
people at WDSU said they'd lost track of him# In this che ck ing I obtained the names and 
address and I think phone number of his parents, as I now recall, at Shreveport# 

You will recall my interest in his footage and in the Six prints he provided the 
FBI and the 17 he gave the Secret Service almost none of which are with the Commission 
records at the Archives# 

For your better understanding of this I repeat that the FBI was looking for a third 
lv • mA' JV IT/ji J 

mS^refused to provide the identification of the fingerprints not Oswald's on his literature 



and in the N.O. records seeks to withhold the names of the printer and his assistant/ 

Both are not secret, Mfdled in Hurricane Camille, Before than I interviewed hla twice, 

%rJ.S>b-tr 

the second time with the. aflaiefrani and on tape# Each denied that Oswald was the man who 



ranting: up# Each 

x#>-rg \ nort ! trip s 

\ nounl/?^ □ o fVia 'rtior 



up. Each separately ^elected a number of different views of a man 

9r 



% • ti'i 

x ' ^ 



r 

. 



*“tv . , , 

other than Oswald r as the one who did# was an FBI source# I told you I have a "Third 
J A. 

Man" file. When I was able to get the Secret Service to deposit its copy of the RusV 
WDSU footage at the Archives it had an identification it required much effort to ge^rom 
the Archives after I saw it# The wrapper said that U 3vald and two other men were shown 

distributing literature outside the ITH, as Jesse Core and others told me# (One of the 

\ 

others was the NO leader of an anti-Castro group who was service manager for the Fiat 

f?iff hi 

agency #$fc* even identified an automobile he saw involved# Remember , I told you ^rlnguier 
had given the FBI a license number and the FBI vithholde it still , erven after Commission 
testimony to it?) So, I wanted to see the stills, especially because both Jesse Core and 
the then WDSU news director both told me the footage had been reduced by the time the 

FBI returned it# 

When 1 obtained the lead to Rush through his parents and the misinformation that he 
ha^i left all his film with his parents when he went to San Francisco I asked one of the 
Assistant E4*d to get the pis:. He wanted me to go to Shreveport, for which they offered 
1 to pay# I regarded this as something they could accomplish by a phone call and refused, 
urging them to call first and then send an office hand# 

I then left for Dallas, with a ticket privided by a former FB^A who figures in 
these records but not in the N.O* filos and in some of the records provided under PA, 

Paul Rothermel, Jr. He remained an FBI source when he became chief of security for S.L.Hunt. 

I had a copy of the manuscript of a spook black bo^^Si^-nally titled L* Amerique Brule , 
te titled by Garrison 1 o suggestion into have a full account of the 

leaking of this black bool: to Garrison# It includes persons who are mentioned in the 
records provided but no single reference to or indication of this is provided!# One 
is Richard Case Nagell# Another used the name Rose and appears to have served the CIA# 

♦ I 9 

(if the FBI has Warren ^inckle* s account it is not dependable and is self-serving.Jhe 
former and disliked SA William Turner was the chief dupe, a real sucker # J 



I had been away from home for a month# I was tired and unwell# The day before I was 
to leave DhIIas Garrison phoned and insisted tliat I had to return to N#0. on my way 
home because of a major "find" or "discovery" of his# He insisted to the point where I had 
little choice# . 



lane , 



My luggage managed to get lost, although tliat was the first stop of the 



after 



it left Dallas# Fortunately. Herron met me and I was able to get spare clothing. The 
eXarraased airline provided a toilet kit# And when I finally got my luggage, it was in 
bad shape*, as had happened before# I recall in particular the time I had made the first 
public use, in Minneapolis, of the picture and sketch the FBI% still lias not returned in 

IfiUn nt+f>cdhS' 

the King case and immediately after I got the John Partin' film no copy of which the FBI 

A 

has yet provided# 

When I got to N#0# late Friday night and had no luggage it was too late to see 
Garrison and his supposedly exciting material# I did this the next morning, Saturday, and 
left for home Saturday evening# The excitement was over a print of the WDSU footage# It 



was not a good print, a remote generation# Mine, made from the WDSU file copy at Pan- 
American, was much better# (As protection I*d had two prints of the footage made, 
deairing to have stills made from it# The copy I mailed for the stills to be made never 
'^ot there #J have the other print.) 

It turned out that Rush 1 s parents had been phoned and that they had given Rush* s 



Sardfc Francisco address and phone# Garrison or his people had phoned S* Bill Turner and 



asked him to got the stills from Rush# Instead Turned had had a poor copy made of the 

movie and^Mrk it to arrison, who was quite excited, imagining he saw Clay Shaw hi it# 

CharUj /M frldiiJr-Lj 4 

That day I also interviewed (pie known second man in the Oswald literature operation 

at tie i# ^C^thcn was a marine lieutenant# I have the tape #f There was a third man, not 

known to him# That day I also got wind of a coming Garrison insanity with which he 

intended to ilark the 10th anniversary of the assassination and in time and with some 

effort was able to prevent it# That day also I initiated two independent investigations 

of the so-called "tramp" pictures the face of one of which is the picture that goes with 

the sketch in the king case# So I recall it well enough# 



When I left N.0. 1 knew how to reach Rush. 

Long before tide I held the opinion of Turner I have since seen in FBI records. 

-»t •• 

Whethor or not ho was as he later claimed, a black bag operator for the FBI, he is the one 
former SA of whom I know I can easily believe was fired for both incompetence and 
character flaws. An an investigator he is incompetent. As a writer he is a heavy-handed 
plagiarist who Adda only error to the work of others, which is readily identifiable. 

What this incompetent had not does was so simple I asked a subject expert, Paul 
Hoch, to interview Rush. Iloch had nover interviewed anyone and was uneasy about it 
but he did see Rush and learned that Turner's interview consisted of boosting how great 
an investigator he was and not asking anything. As I recall, and I'm not digging out 



old records, he told Uoch that he had made no still for ^himself but that he had 

Jit *1*, 



duplicated the*film before leaving — _ 

The date of this BranigmT memo'^coincides exactly with my recollection of that trip 
because I left Los Angeles for New Orleans on election day, giving voted by absentee 
^allot much earlier. (Because I was in association with thAse on whom I know the FBI has 
Records I'm surprised that neither the San Francisco nor Los Angeles nor San Diego nor 
any other field office has provided any relevant records in response to my PA requests. 

I made numerous appearances of the kind that have interested the FBI, even on radio and 

. 

TV in Dallas f which has provided no records relating to them* Some were quite critical of 
the FBI* s work as reflected in my C.A«75-226 t which is past oral argument before the 
appeals court this trip for it*) 

This II/ 8/68 memo also reflects the existence of other relevant records not provided. 
If they are not inNCfasthey should be they have to include San ^ransciso records* If 
^ranigan made any other record of the call from San Francisco I have not seen it in either 



of the FBIHQ files. 

The mention earlier of the person Oswald phoned at WDSU is in his addressbook 

as Burns Rottman, 523^033.1 believe it is Vem, nor Burns. I believe that was pot the 

WDSU number. _ rf/vw 

jjmrt ns Air* 

The addressbook is in facsimile 16, Exhibit 18, pp. 37 ff. 






Many interesting entries. Like micro dots on 1 6H 53 , Communist and Trotskyite names 
and addresses , ”6Verr / Nazi party leaders outside the south. The phone and license number 
of SA Hosty, originally withheld by the FBI on the ground that it knew Hosty, is on 64. 

^oua>*!4 

fAn entry on 67 would have led mmto the side door of the building in which Ronnie aire 

had his office at that time and where Oswald applied for a job, according to the Commission. 

i 

The "David Crawford" on this page is actually David Chandler, wtorconfirmed it to me. These 

minor deviations characterize Oswald's entries. 

To go back to the withholding relating to Pan-American ^ilms . if there was a legLtimaacy 

Iji frw/*/ h ft iU4n* 

to any claim of a confidential source then the jj±u I had had copies of the moirLe made 



there. SomeiS^also just might have had reason to be interested in my mailing of a package 
that looked like it could hold a roli^ of film. A source at WDSU or inside a narrow 
area of the Garrison office, the small one in which Comstock was, could have known. Or 
the disappearance in the mail could have been accidental 

k 

In any event, unlike many of my appeals, which are in the interest of the historical 
record and/ of no personal interest to me in my work, this entire matter is of both 
characters, important in my work from the first and to a complete and accurate historical 
record. 

| j! » 

% intent to restrict myself to the responsible and non-conjectural in this area 

changed all that followed a decision I had to make in early 1966. After sitting on the 

manuscript' for months a major publisher wrote me that if I would do some rewriting around 
1 

what begins on page 138 line 4 it would be an extraordinarily important work they would be 

glad to publish. Doing this required that I charge the Government with conspiracy. I was 

not prepared to do that for wealth or fame and instead at that point decided to bring the 

book out myself, the first book, which then existed in a limited and copyrighted edition. 

In connection with that citation I also had written that Oswald's career in JL" 

n 

Orleans was consistent with what in intelligence is called establishing a cover. 

Part of this establishing of a cover was his literature and related operations and 



the attention he was able to draw to them. The official investigation and the records I've 
been provided do not include most of his known operations and no basis for such entries 



in the nddressbook an Rotbnan of all the people at WDSU (incldently, the right one and 
not one who appeared on the tube) and Chandler at the newspaper. 

1 have turned up many other such picketings by Oswald, all designed to attract 
the attention of the B ringuiers and others of that anti-Castro bent. My sources included 
the FBI 'a sources, ^Ttout the FBI's records do not include what they told me. If the 
information remained in .Orleans it is not in the records provided. If the FBI ignored 
it that would appear to be quite unusual, there was that much of it. in the 

some general area, near Bringuier' u place. .There wqsjt no one more certain to rise to that 
bait than El Eotupides Bringuier. 

iiot long after Oswald got this attention and the proofs of it to take witfc him 
he was off for Mexico and the mysteries about it that the FBI and CIA perpetuate by 
their withholdings under "national security" claim* yu> 

A tragic event not in the files relates to one Brian Ampolsk, of whom there is 
scant mention* Shortly after his experience with Oswald he was sent to an assylum. 

His father told me he was just out of it about the time of the ^ranigan ™mn 30 even 
though I knew where Brian was and was working I did not seek to interview him* The 
fathor connected his flippdjig out and hi a Oswald experience* 

The FBI* s failure to make unequivocal rehouse, that it does not have copies of the 
Doyle and (John) Martin (Minneapolis) films of Oswald being arrested in New Orleans 
during the incident he provoked with Bringuier while providing copies of records stating what 
can't be believed, that there was no interest in these films, plus its failure to offer 
the films to the Commission or even inforai it of Martin and his film, all are relevant 
and tend to suggest motive for withholding* My Doyle end /Jkrtin requests are more than a 
decade old* 

Any new view of Oswald, which is in the Martin film, and any possibility of an 



associate, which can be in both films, obviously had some value* Considering nl l the 

j/WV 5 / * 
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junk and all the pursuit ofN ^*4 



by the FBI ignoring any photographs of or 



relating to Oswald is suspect, if they were ignored* 



With Rush an informant this becomes much more provocative* 1 believe the entire 



matter should be researched, without limit to the Oswald and assassination file designa- 
A 



tions# It should include 134 files, 80 and 67 and any other possible Orwellian number 



or caption. 

^ Ctrl’*' *'*} J 

What makes this even more provocative is checking the worksheet #e^the other 
file, 62-109060, for ti^r copy of tills Branigan memo. That ^period is m^Section 163. 

It begins with 9/26/68, the next Section with 11/25/68. There is but a single entry for 
the date 11/8/68, and conveniently it is for a ^ranigan to Sullivan memo of a single 

cyioiQ±± is 

page. On£y in this file 'it is withheld entirely under 7D claim. 

Assuming the obvious, the wi thholding is 100S& unjustified and 100 unjustifiable. 

Assuming what else is obvious* this is not an accident but i3 deliberate withholding 

of what can be embarrassing to the FBI. , 

If the fiOlA processors were without subject matter knowledge and if they did not 

exercise due diligence and did not process in good faith the most examination of the record 

itself discloses then could have been withheld is that Rush was an informant. There 

is reasonably segre gable information and it is relevant. 

There is much junk made available by the FBI about Oswald in New Orleans and there 
junk \kby 

is much that this/ covers /what is not junk that the FBI has not disclosed about his 
career there. A major part relates to his manufacture of a pro-Castro record, part of 
whjpch is this getting of public attention, which is consistent with eotabln shing 
a 1 , oover and nothing else. 

A major search remains to be made, and not limited to the NO FO records not searched. 

In FBmQ there are many Branigan to Sullivan memos relating to this part of Oswald's 

career. Any coming from my FOIA requests I saw so long ago I do not recall them. However, 
/YY\aJl ( and sent them j 

recently I aeaJbef/quite a sltfck of them relating to doch 1 s/to nim. (At the time of his 

initial requests he was still in graduate school.) „ 

( j k rfoj o rMf * i ^ — 

If you wonder about the 134 number it appear^ below the list of the names of those to 
whom copies were sent and to whose files search should be extended. 134—17762 



With Rush and informant at the least there should be his report on the Oswald 
operation and his footiige of it. 

It is my recollection that after he shot the film Rush had lunch with one of those 
appearing in his film, the previously mentioned Neeley. 

She worked with the previously mentioned Core, who was quite upset over what Oswald 
had done, believing it reflected badly on the 1TH # 

V/hether or not she did, Neiley could have provided the account available from Core 
and not in any records I've seen. 

V/hat I've referred to as the least may be that. Only a real search, with due 
in looking 

diligonce/for out-of-the-way filing, can determine. 

There i3 also what olso Rush may have said in San ^rancisco, whether or not it 
may be elsewhere at FBIHQ. I believe it should be provided as part of the historical 
record. 



yFji Ca^tu. - wyvfy p A /Uj£o*a£ : 

Kerry Thornley had been a friend of Oswald's in the Marines. Oswald broke off with 
him when he red-baited Oswald, from Thornley' s ora Commission testimony. As soon as 
Oswald's name was connected withe the assassination Thornley was interviewed by the 
FBI and Secret Service, after which Thornley offered to be of more "service 1 ' to the FBI. 
The week after the assassination Thornley moved to suburban Washington. From letters he 
then wrote, which I obtained during an investigation he^anrjfiT strange one named David 
Lifton forced on md, he claimed that the FBI "pissed down their legs" when they learned 
he was that close tc Washington. Maybe it was the Commission, not the FBI. Again, I'm 
not checking. 

'■This was the poet in Thornley, who fancied himself a writer. 

Thornley had a friend named Osborne. As I've informed you, botfr^he people at the 
printer's selected pictures of Thjfnley as most resembling the person who picked up the 
printing - which was done under the name of Osborne, not Oswald. 

The NO reports to FBIH^i, not included in the N«0. files provided, are clear enough 
on saying that neither Jones nor Silver identified Oswald as the man who got the 
printed leaflet Oswald later distributed. These understated reports were rewritten into 
a LHM that" said) that Oswald, using the name Osborne, go-t the printing. The Warren Report 
uses virtually tlie identical false representation of this rewrite into a LHM rather than 
the negative identifications of the underlying records. I brought this to light in 1967. 

My first interview with Jones was before the time I taped an interview. When he and 



Silvef both independently selected a number of radically different pictures of Thornley 

from a mixture ol^abou/t 100 I allowed each independently (tfe even had a heavy beard in one) 
ipvh /e»T 
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lew InTptaak 



I wanted Jo 3ee if could be made up tc look like Oswald. I wrote a memo to an artist I 

j 

asking him to see if jfWH he could add the equivalent of makeup to a [picture 



knew 

to make it look more like Oswald. Lifton saw at the home of this artist and blackmailed 
him into providing Lifton with copies, which were then distorted and misused by tifton and 
Thornley, who had been indicted for perjury by Garrison. 

Thornley was then pumping gas in Tampa. 



The Tampa FO rdspond^^to my PA request on 1/9/78 claimed in the evasive way that 



J 



J 



is 



customary not to have any records. But on 4/10/79 my attention was drawn to 62-109060- 
6618,jwraclTi3 attached without the distorted news accounts that are with it. It is a 
12/5/60 Tampa mem# to FBIHQ, Tampa 62-455»and it docs refer to me. Copies were Bent to 
Dallas and New Orleans from' neither of which I recall getting copies or any related 
records. In addition, there is other reason to believe that Tampa has other records 
on and relating to me, related to these stories from the local papers and Thornley and 
not relating to them, as I'm sure I told the FBI long- ago without response, even acknow- 
ledgement. 



I did a number of broadcasts by phone to a radio station in that area. As I recall 

X 

Thornley also did and on one we had a confrontation. Jn fact the last one of these 

broadcasts I recall making was on the phone provided by a former close Garrison friend 
# h <• 

who waa then an informant. Parsing u ervai37*later equipped with a false identity and 
a new life he chucked in Canada to return to Louisiana. That phone is one of those 
that were tapped in the Government effort to get garrison on a tax charge of which he 



was acquitted. u nless there was only selective tapping of that Gervais phone I was picked 
up on it. That was in New Orleans. 



Th£. Tampa stories are. defamatory. I did seek to exercise my PA rights and was fore- 

\ 

closed. i his was long before the FBI's releases. The attached record, whether or not 

« J>awftA. cn, / 

indexed in Tampa, 'is marked for indexing at FBIHQ. A frkitk *f- Pfil tfQ Iaj-9-u^LcI 

dUoc^fXti Pw !\au A fh . 






This part of my appeal comes from a section of worksheets to which I have added a 
f 

contrasting identiying note. The coWer of the section is unlike that of others in 

A 

lacking section identifications of any explanation of the separation of these worksheets 



from the rest, which ^ are (by Section or Volume* ^ssasanU This was a miscellaneous 
collection from which I have selected some and aided the miscellaneous description. All 
are of Enclosures Behind File, from 62-109060. 

All of Serial 3130 is withheld not und«;r b6 but 7Cand D, the latter inapplicable 

Dciilas ^ # 

and "privacy" inappropriate. ^ ^ die t+S+d* PHyV) # ^ f<jcrd 

The deceases Tippit is much more of a public figure than I. He managed not to get 
# 

promoted On 10 years on the force, according to the Warren Commission. His family has 
been involved in a number of sordid events that got extensive public attention since hi 3 
death. At first his wife refused to touch any of the estimated 3/4 million dollars 
contributed to the family, refusing to spend any al though there was need to. Later 
sl'ic married a police liettenant who was 1 |mM as saying he would be patient about her 
requiring him to brown-bag. He was also quoted as being tolerant and patient when one 
of Tippit 1 a sons assualted him. There were other such incidents. 



Reports about Tippit include his extreme right views, his moonlighting for one of 
such perspectives, even that a woman not his wife was carrying his child.. 

these may or may not figure in the withheld 133 pages described as his personnel 
file (for which the proper claim to exemption is not made) the murder of Tippit was/ one of 

charged responsibilities of the Commission and thus of the FBI as its investigative aim. 

Swcli Tir* 14/1 fcrl/k K4 a/jtu a»4 + 

^'his is an historical case, kany mythologies have already attained prominent attention^™ 

For these and other reasons I believe the record should be disclosed. 

Be rial 3$C6 is described merely as "Information from source." If the source is in 
fact a confidential one then the FBI is required to disclose all but what would identify 
the confidential source. I recall no claim that there is not a single word reasonably 
segregable in these 36 pages. I therefore ask for them. 

Serial 3875 is the first of a series for which a b3 claim is made unde#" copyright 
allegation. This claim for copyrighted material is relatively new. I first encountered it 






A* 



well into C.A.75— 1996, when the FBI wanted to withhold certainpictures for which it 

proof of) A 

never produced any copyright and no registration. Throughout that aid the JFK cases 

many thousands of pages of copyrighted materials are provided. There is a great quantity 

in the FBIHQ JFK releases. In fact there is one that attracted my attention in this Section^ 

Serial 6004 is the "January 1968 issue of 'Ramparts' magazine." It is of 29 pages, 29 

of which ore released with a single 7c claim. I digress and do not follow numerical sequence 

l _Wu,LiA>hJi c*ljlx j 

to addsess this becauso of its pertinents to^tRe copyright exemption claim. 

The record is actually a single unnumbered section. *t is not merely the article, i t 
begins wit}; one oi tlie multitudinous political bronigan to Sullivan memos, this one of 
1/4/68. Th# first obliteration, in the first paragraph, i ollowS^umer' s name as author. 

No cl aim to exemption is noted on the page. 

U n the second pages there is another obliteration, after my name, (i did file a PA 
request.) The withheld information has no exemption noted on the page and is in the context 
of my demand for release of records improperly withheld in the Archives. The volume of 
subsequent releases more than justifies my early and continued request that this be done. 
After this there is a xerox of the copyrighted article. 

with 5875 french magazajle , " all 135 pages are withheld# (Dated 10/28/64#) 

I - 

Except where there is special information I will not repeat thos^ r I believe unjustified 
b3 claims. I also believe that there is no reason to believe there was a balancing test 
or any consideration of historical case standards and on these bases also appeal 

If 3934 is as the description states, merely a "document" not otherwise described 
except by title there is no proof of publication, which I believe is required for copy- 
right and no reason to believe there is or wqsj any copyright. 109 pp* 12/3/64. . 

The actafl Serial is an SACpW^metno to FBIHQ 1 0 which is attached " a copy of a 
document entitled 'How President Kennedy Really was Killed,' fumiBhed...by GEORGE C. 

TIIOl'iSON . . . " ( spelling not changed.) Rather than disclosing any claimed request to withhold 

a 

thp licdo states Thomson £3V<* it to the FLI for use "in the event of possible inquiries 
received by the Bureau#’ 1 

The FLI has made much of Thomson's other nutty 3 tuff available# 



Serial 4034,6/25/65 is "Book called 'L' Affaire Oswald;" 233 pp. A hia ia ailly. It 



U.S. T ook was translated and r< un/dded chapter iggSttHES® about 1967* 



is Idie nch edition of a book by leo Sauvage, a French newspaper correspondent in the 





maybe a little earlier. Sauvage 1 3 other and copyrighted writing are made available by the 
FBI when it had ulterior purpose, slandering him. lake what he wrote for "New Leader." 
(Ant-Communist , so the FBI indicates he is believed to be Communist. Figures.) 

Serial 4037 consists of cover page, information provided by source, negatives and 



each of which the claims to bl and b7d are made. 

I believe some must be reasonably segregable. That information came fcom a "source" 
is not within any exemption. For a source to fall within the exemption it must be a confiG 
; dontial source. In Edition, this exemption has another provision and I recall no re- 
presentation that its requirements are met by this or any other record for which the 
plairn is made* 

From the time period, while there is no indication of the nature of the information 

or the source, it is not impossible that this represents interception, as of a part of a 

article^ fhir o W*** 

mnnqm pf)f~Thfl-re were al 30 cozy deals with publishers asjwlth the CIA on mail, here and 

abroad with others than only the CIA. I do not allege this is applicable. I am merely 

* 

saying that it .ia possible ana the claims are not justified because no reasonably segregable 
information is provided,’ which requires suspicion. 

There ia more than the .angle underlying record at this point in Section 98. By 
later reference to this communication from London ^egat it appears that there is no 
privacy, that the subject is disclosed as Thomas Harvey and the suspicion of the claim 
to bl being made to cover an illicit act appears justified. I would like this entire 
matter and others like 1*/re viewed, in part to obtain the withh^jecL information and in part 
to establish MM whether the FBI ia making improper claim to exemption to cover illegal! ties, 

a 

if not also intrusion into Constitutional rights. 

In the course of checking the underlying record I noticed that Serial 4035 makes no 
jff b3 claim for extensive xeroxing and disclosure of the published work of Morris B eale, A 
M i 3 included in ttto in Serial 403 5 • 



photos, cover page and "letter provided by source (2 copies)" for a total of 68 pages for 



While I regard Edward J • Epstein 1 s Inquest as a pygnie among books I think it has been 



diminished much too much by the worksheet description of 4142 t ,, Book by Edward J. Bpstein, 
•Inquest. 1 " It is described as of but four pages and for it a b3 claim is made, ^his is 
all phoney. 

The four pages, not all of which are withheld, reflect a phoned rf quest from the HQ 
to NY FO, apparently that it obtain a pre-publication copy. That date was 5/26/66, and the 
pub date, as I recall, was about 6/30/66. 

The date of the call to NY FO roughly coincides with the obtaining of an advance copy 
by the Washing ton Post, whichTS - then jumped the release date to diminish its attention to 
my Whitewash , about which it had already spoken to Department and FBI people. The Post 1 s 
story appeared in the 5/31/66 edition, accross the top of page 1. 

i 

By the; time the NY FO got and sent the copy the publisher was giving them away at 
the annual convention of the booksellers 1 association in Washington, so that money was 
wasted, not an uncommon FBI practise. 

However, it is not possible that the added explanation is applicable,"( copyrighted 
and may not be reproduced) 11 . Besides, what happened to fair use? 

Serial 4177 is the first of a series of entirely undescribed laboratory File' 1 

A 

listings for which there ore varying degrees of total withholding of pages. This also 
also includes referrals. If the claims no withhold are justified I do not believe the 
descriptions can be withheld in what is disclosed of the underlying records. There are 
other records, so it is not necessary to generate new records to provide descriptions. 
However, those disclosed are meaningless references to entirely undescribed bulkys,- of 



which I have made copies from another part and WMB. provide them. 

Serial 4183 is of a nature that requires suspicion because it makes bl ,b2 and b7D claim 
for 11 pages of "photos or various documents," Generally ti*i§^obtained illicitly were 
photographed rather than xeroxed. In the JFK case there also is the question, has the means 
of obtaining* bhe£i doc um^ nts^ already been disclosed? With a number of organizations and 
publications it lias been disclosed#^^ 1 ^ *** 1 ^ ^ dtcuitj+'rt: f. 

Serial 4184 is described as a 9/ 1 / 66 "laboratory Folder" of $ 381 pages, which would 



5 \ , 



,, i+t *■*» 

be quite a folder" One page is withheld nnder MihUrgm: bl and b7D. But with the next of 

Aw , - 

this nature/4188, K the 332 pages of the same date only Jp 163 are disclosed# The claim 

M »• 

is to b7C. 1 suspect the FBI is interested in its own privacy. Nothing on any one page 
reasonably cegregable? (in general the nature of the other Lab withholdings I'm not itemizing 
also is appealed.) 

Serial 4232, dated 18/26/66 is the subject of a prior appeal. If t is the providing 

"A- o *' TVsknr/ *> 

of a transcript of the /Minority (ye port Vrri-p'rr slipped an advance of * broadcast followed 
by syndication. The copyright claim i3 inapplicable and the transcript wa^. in any event 
later given away by WWEW-TV. 

1 t would require galley proofs outside my experience for it t$ take 140 of them to 
include the -k)ok excerpting of Manchester 1 s Death of a ^resident # Both book and excerpting 
are readily available and there is no need to withhold anything except in the FBI 1 a interest# 
The copyright claim is spurious# Resides, with such operations there is a waiver in the 
advance distribution is quest of attention in other media to sell copies of the magazine 
and of the book# 

Serial 5474 » 6/20/67 , is described as "Material from Briefcase," of 119 pages# all 
withheld under claim to b7C and D# 

Consultation with the underlying refiords, and there are two memos with this number, 

makes it apparent that the privacy claim cannot extent* to the very public figure, Gordon 

fr\/ 

Novel, who had apparently forgotten his attache case in a rental cax^6/ie or 19/67# 

The attache case included tapes, wire recordings, etc., all connected with the 
JFK assassination and the u arriBon gameswith it and his/ backers .The material is largely 
public in partisan manner, having been made public in a number of appearances by Novel, 

his lawyer and other partisans# It appears that Novel was taping phone conversations. 

invvlouf itvtrM 

The controversy h- b.^n Garrison and povel gove n • ot 4^ the CIA <nd 

major media elements# before it quieted down there was extensive ti-eatment in Playboy » which 
led to multimillion dollar lawsuits and further extensive public attention to all kinds 
of details# So it appears that with the possible exception of some phone conversations 
of which I have no knowledge there is really nothing appropriate to the privact^claim# 



. t Ji j - r 






There i s n o appropriateness to the 7D claim despite the uniquenews of the recordings be- 



cause with the possible exception noted above their content ha3 been bruited about 
extensively f including Tby the FBI itself and in its HQ releases# This really extends to 
the Government leaking of Garrison's medical records. Novel 1 s broken marriage to a former 
beauty queen and details of normally more private nature* The amount of sex stuff that 
came out in public id hard to exaggerate* 

^elating to the date 9/ 1 /66 above and the shifting of Lab records, so many pages of 
unde scribed nature on that date, while it may have been normal it also coincides with the 

^4»J far 

FBI 1 3 knowledge that there was to be an executive order requiring ^ ■* 



of information 



to the National Archives and its general availability there* 



There is a series of claims for withholding relating to Jim Bishop and his treacle, 

A/U 

"The Day Kennedy ^ as Shot* 11 First 1 noticed is Serial 61 06 .There also i* 6202,6314,6255^*^ 



6333, 0682 with varying descriptions of manuscript, installment, etc# Copyright claim# 

What the FBI is covering is its involvement with Bishop, his book and its flattering 



r 

content, as I believe I have already provided in prior appeals, including in C#A* 75-1996# 
The FBI went over his book and while creating false paper to indicate the opposite, 

i 

was helping him# It even arranged for him to get put up v/ithout cost in the sjiite 

of Fort Worth /otel rooms in which President and Mrs* Kennedy spent their last night, 

allegedly because it would be good public relations for the city* This is a nonsensical 

cover for a cheap bribe of a known sycophant# 

Serial 6872* 9/25/69 is 29 pages of "materials provided by source." B7C and D are 

claimecf^E****^ There is no representation of confidential source or of nothing reason- 

ably segre gable# I beliebe the source must be confidential or the information not be 

otherwise available, hard to imagine except in terms of illicit activity, and that for 

the most part there is little genuine privacy in what relates to the investigation of 
* 

the JFK assassination# From this worksheet all 29 pages are withheld# 

u n checking Section 171 I find a single page that appears to cover these 29 Pjfges* 



No claim to exemption is noted on the page, which does have two obliterations# The first 
refers to Potential Security Informants and is entitled to exemption. f^O " £> 



When the FBI saw an opportunity for tmmk mischief-making it passed around some of 



misleading and misinforming the President, the Attorney General or anyone else. It 



If it disclosed the records based on which it provided this misinformation I have 
no ree&llection of having seen them* 

Novel did not have to have a symbol* He was in regular touch with the FBI. which 
has provided no record I've seen of anyemein^t^- anywhere - refusing to accept a call 
from him or refusing to talk to him. Even when he was a fugitive, when it sheltered him 
by not diQlo3ing his whereabouts* For mere mortals this is a crime the FBI charges and 
based on suspicion of which it makes threats* 




anyone and without concern for 



also disclosed 62-109060-6^0 and 5545, which are attache d* 



I came accross 62— 109060— uj ^ mince while preparing this so I attach 
a facet of the larger Novel/FBI picture. 

I also flppeal the withholdings. 




& 



Next there is refexence to one Hal Verb, of whom I have written you in connection with 



my PA appeals and non-compliance by the San Francisco Field Office, which I knew had to 

have a file on Hal because of his SWP activities* I asked that such files be searched for 

JFK and PA information* I have had no response. 

With the 1^9 date on this record the first paragraph seems to me to be inaccurate 

in reflecting that in connection with a JFK assassination 

these PSI’s attended a meeting of Verb's group* There are two reasons* The^roup initially 

was part of Lane’s self-promotion called "Citizens’ Committee of Inquiry." had abandoned 
1 f to\ FrMU iScv 

his support of it when in 1966, or three years earlier, it invited me to speak in^SF’Tln 

addition, by this date Lane was not sponsoring any JFK group. After the Shaw case decision 

he looked for other cows to milk. 

The obliterated third paragraph appears to refer to the 29 pages* So first of all 
I appeal the denial of what is reasonably segre gable in it* 

The last paragr^h begins, "A copy of these papers is forwarded for your inf ormation* * * H 

1 | j */ 

If theqe are papers distributed by verb or the group there is no protection for them. 

•I ' 

If they were stolen then absent something quite unusual there also is no exemption that 
is appropriate* 

^eanwhilo , were these among the informants whose identities were disclosed in the 
SWP case or are they and these records withheld in the SWP case? 

And if the informations relates to the assassination should it be withheld? 

If it relates to members of the V r; rb group, is it not known? I have spotted references 
to iome of them in other disclosed records and some was not otherwise secret* 

The worksheet for 7654 ^Lves its date as 2/l/77 and describes "Enclosure to Penman 
to Gallagher" memo of 53 pages, 33 witliheld under an illegible claim and claim to b7C and D 
and referral of a single page to DOJ and 19 to CIA. "Senate documents" is guided* 

fer Sectidh 189 has an entirely inconsistent description in the single referral slip 



that replaces 

(Which reminds me of the fa 

u4./ 

w i * hh phcrc no backlog and more time expired than if there were the largest 



of two pages only and those referred to the CIA* No DOJ reference* 

ir*tp**± 

r to my earlier appeals from all denials of all DOJ 




backlog in government*) 

There is further inconsistency in the ^ulky, which has a single referral slip of 
general nature, not identifying either the agency or the number of pages referred* There 
is reference to a single agency only/* (SXX ^ ) 

What appears to be the present cover refers to a set of files 9 "Excised 

Encls* Drawer at end of Warren Commi followed by some illegible writing* do I kt+c 

fapu 

'^his file is not a Commission file* x t is the ^assassination file, 109060 rather 
tlwi 109029. ^ 

What follows jfelates to the Senate Select (Church) Committee and in theory only 
to JEK assassination records, so there should be a separate claim for each withholding # 

FiiX names are withheld on th':! second page, claim to 7C* Also 3rd page, which identifies 
the information as relating to the assassination* 

Next ^is a WFO record of the day after the assassination with withholdings the need 
$nd legitimacy of wliich I question* There is little with which Andy St. George has not gone 
public relating to Castro and anti-Castro plots* 

Tne nex^ieoord has withholdings for which no claim to exemption is noted* It also 
iy of the day after the assassination* 1^ holds information Congressional investigations 
qlJLege was withheld from the Commission* I believe all such information, as the allegation 
Castro would have JFK killed, sjpuld be disclosed in keeping with FBI and. Department 
representations about the nature of the releases and in response to my requests* 

Mo claim to exemption is noted on the next record, a ^eLoach memo of the day of the 
assassination. It is about a call to him by the leader of an anti-Castro group offering 
alleged information on Oswald* All such information was disclosed without any excisions 
priot to FOIA and should be now. In addition, given the disinformation role played by the 
anti-Castro organizations, many of which were connected with the CIA, there should be no 
protection for them and their misleading operations and allegations* They did launch 
persisting mythologies. 

liost of the following pages relate to the Citizens Committee for a Free Cuba; well 
known as CIA and CI^ funded. The withh*lders get so carried awqy iith their withholding 
function they even withheld the registration required by law under the registration Act so 












The FBI apijca£5 tc have a new referral slip from which it lias eliminated space 
for indicating the agency to wiiich referral was made. 

A n court tlie FBI und its counsel claim that if there is a referral the requester/ 
plaintiff ha3 no recourse from the court or the FBI, only from the agency to which 
referral was made. 

If the requester/pjaintiff decides there is no choice but to follow the FEl/DJ 
Catch E:icnption the switch to this kind of referral slip makes it impossible because 
the FBI withholds tlie identification of the agency to which it made the rcferal that 
was not acted on — in this case for going to two years. 



i 

I 



i 



people would know. Then, after not withholding the’name, it is withheld on the 8 / 9/63 
record, cere thijruimes oi' those prominent people it used in solicitations and advertising 
and public relations are withheld. 

Serial 7755 is described as "Report of Interview," no date given, of 62 pages of 
which only 15 are disclosed. Again, copyright cli^fun. 

In Section 191 there is none of this Serial. Even the worksheets ignore the Serial 
intirely. H isjNOT)in them. 



However, thefe is the lilky. The interview is of the nut Thomson add his wife ofj 
10/8/74^ but it is represented only by a cov« r ^hat does not even indicate the source. 
"Federal Government" is stamped on it but no claim to exemption is made, therefore it 
must be disclosed, (i have no interest but historically all this nutty stuff is important. 

/« VP 

As is the agency that would at that \late waste that kind of time and effort.) What is not 
withheld is in the same typing, has no origin indicated an^ is a transcript of what is 
called an interview but is more^f a speech by Thomson on radio , Phoenix, Aria. 

In the course of checking for 7654 I come upon 7653 and the entirely improper and 
unjustified withholdings in it. The garbage is from the^tnd of one Howard Donahue. As 

J 

tjpose processing tlie records much later had to know from the contention was being published 
in 'the Baltimore Sun and os Bal fcimnrp FO kure 

,it was 

i‘ , ynflustr/M 

•‘■his is a noa nU e mj and entirely baseless - in fact impossible - fabrication of a 



■elf -important^ ^ gun nut wh# is a crack shot^with a head to match* *t is as terrible a 
defamation of the Secret Service as is possible, tliat it killed the President* 

Now the FBI 1 3 files overflow with the allegation that "public source material" is 

provided* (Naturally, only public material*) But knowing this was about to appear and would 

OAUI olhj£i 

be very 1 



IhiEXS 



t hurtful to individual Secret Service personnel the* FBI failed to offer from 

its files "public source material" that would have ended this monstrous business once and 

oa U ofhtr r* Js 

far all - photographs (proving the impossibility of the Donohue concoction* 



I }>elieve this is enough to question the legitimacy of every FBI claim for the pro- 



tection of the rights of its own personnel if not of all others* It cannot consistently 
make such claims when it knew of this wretched business in advance and made no offers* 



h?) - 



I would 



lh*A 



/like to have every relevant racordf. wherever i*t may be, in a single file 



for historical purpose relating t3^the Secret Service. I say this because Donefeue was 
also involved in testing for a CBS TV special***^ Lu<u*c / *&**- r>X 
I regard this as an appeal , not a new request# The FBijhas made partial and 
knowingly partial and defamatory disclosure# 

This reminds me of records not provided by the some Baltimore Field Office 
relating to ray PA request, records * believe WFO and FBIHQ should have. 

William Manchester had a variant of Donohue* s frightful mishmash in his book. I 

regarded it as a rotten business, too, and I made some effort to counter it then. 

r " 9 

inj the interest of history, of the Secret Service personnel who I am sure were dedicated 
mep and of their families. My comments, defense if you will, appeared in the Baltimore 
Sim , I believe were picked up by a wire servico and were broadcast in Washington, Having 
seen the nature and extent of the FBI's records of my public statements, r$al and 
iafBtaflQPfr as altered by the FBI, I believe it has records relating to my comments about 
tianchester' s attack on the Secret Service escort and has not provided them. I now also 

- TJ7 %t> 

recall that CBS News broadcast me on Manchester, originating in Los Angeles. 



•r* 



